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Chriftianics 
| Or, a Brief © 


EXAMEN 


Ot a late Book, publiſhed by one | 
T. Plant, a Baptiſt Teacher, under the 
Title of A Conrej? for C 'briſtiar it ys 
or, A Fauthf;il Relatien oj T wo 
late Mea; 195, CC. 


As alſo,” Some Animadverſi ions ON > Jues's 
POSTSCRIPT. 


And an 1 Expoſtulatory Poſticript to the 
BAPTISTS. 
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By Thomas E:hyood. 


Jer. 9.5. They will decerve en every one bis Nets, 20h | 

| bour,and will not ſpeakstbeT ruth : they, have 4 
F..| rauc hr ther Tongucs to Jp##k L.yes, and weary 

h themſeclucs to Commit {n4quity. | 

Ifa. 54.17. No Weapon that 15 formed arainſt 
thee ſhak proſper; & eVErY tongHe that (hal rtje +4 
AgAL ft thee 11 Fud:? <4 tho ſhalt condemn, } at 
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TO THE: 


READER 


FT" Hat which I here preſent unto thy view, 


a brief Examtin of a iate Book, pnbiifh« 
eg by one Thomas Plant, «der the [pe Ctos Tie 
i'e of 4 Conteſt for Ctrifttanity 5; wherein 
he pretends to give a Faithjul Relation of Two 
lare Mectings, between the. Baptiſts and the 
Quakers : Ad that bis Twie might end as 
plan{ibly as it beo-un, it 1s (ubmitted to the 
inegment of all Judicious .and 1mpartial. 
Men; with this Addition, Read, Conte r, 
Exanune: and then Judge, 


Three Parts of Fuur, of the Liberty given, I 


bave taker;toread,confider,cxamine,and there 


7 opt reſerving the judicial part rorhce, Had. 


7:3 Oppozent done fo too (44 well as ſaid tt) thew 

badjt had a fuller Account, and we fairer Deas 

ung from him. But I have no Deſign topre- 

occrpy thy Fud, ment, whwth by buw math the 

freer it 6, #nd le{s ſuſceprible of pr vvate ſons 
A 3 


preſſes. 
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pr:ffes, by jo much the more capable it 3s of pro- 
nouncing a juſt ardeven Sentence, which us ak 
I d:fire at thy Hand: yet iwo or three Particy- 
lars I am willing to give thee a ſhort Hint of, 
ard that rathcr 13 this place then m the follow. 


ing Treatiſe ut ſf. 


1ſt, Concerning the Title of my Opponent's 
Bukgviz, A Conteſt for Chriſtianity, A very 
fair and glittering Tale, ſer uitty' as t were on 
purpoſe to draw in Gueſts, But as Good Wine 
(according ts rhe Proverb) needs no Buſh; and 
the Beſt Accommodations are not aliwayes 
found in thoic Inns which hang out the faireſt 
Signs ; ſo ether wilt thou fixzd any thing an tus 
Books which may bear prope: tion to his loſty Ti- 
tle, The Book tt ſelf begins with a Charge, 
exhibited by the Quakers agatrff one of the 
Baptiſts, Contarmmg Atatter of Forgery, Per- 
verſions, Lyes and Slanders :. This was the 
proper Subjecf of thoſe Aecerings ; but this they 
world not come to the Tiſt of, but thruſt by 
with a rud: Climponr that we are No Chriſti 
ans : Of this he pretends to give a Relation) 
and m:ſ.c:lls it, A Contelt for Chriſtianity : 
Hew much. more truly and aptly might be 
have celted it, A Cover for Forgery, ſince 
ther chicf D:ſt:n and Aim was, to drvert us 
from 


(5 
from the Proof of that Charge, whereof For- 
gery was the greateſt part : To faew him there- 
fore his HMiſtaks, wm thirkins he conterded for 
Chriſtianity, / chaſe to lot the following Trra- 
rsſe bear this Title, Forgery No Chriſtianity, 


2, Cencerning the Time of its Publication ; 
it was about T wo ontths after the laft of thoſe 
AMcerines, before their Relation was made 
pablick;; which (if ] apprehend aright) con- 
duces not at all toits Keputation, but rather 
gives Ground to (uſpett the Truth of it, and 
call its Credit ito Wmftion: For, if (as is 
pretended, it was taken in Short-Fand at the 
Meeting, what necd jolo19 an Tnterval for the 
tranſcribing of Haif « Dozen Sheets 1 leave it 
there fore t othy Conſideration, Whether the 
Keaſon of this needicjs Delay was not,that they 
ent br have timc to Cabal about it, ts lay ther 
heads tegether,&corſult how they mix ht model 
it moſt to thezr Advantage; and by comparing it 
wth theſe which we had before publiſhed, to ob- 
ſerve what to alter, what te add, what wholel 
to expuntey and what to tranſpoſe or tranſplacey 
that thereby they might be [ure tothwart the 
Accounts we had given, and make their own 


ſpeak, as lond for themſecives as they pleaſed, 
A3 3. Con- 
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3. Corrernias my preſent UVnacrtakeng ; 
Ham not itnorant, that ro invalidate _ 5 
Relation, «4 Work, of ſome D:fficulty;, ſince 
* 1s not enonch. that / my ſeit know it to be 
Falſe, unl[s 7 AN alſo able to d; ſprove tt © To 
HYge My 07 Perſonal Knawlid: c, fawn? be but 
(2ubT. Plant) 10 make my elf Tuatge : To 
compareit wet ou? own R cleroon, and from the 
D: ſparity 17 fer it Falſs, [ judre not fair nor 
reaſonable, our blame our 74 du>rſ; ries for Ac a- 
ting ſo with 5; Toproduce Trfbrronies of Per- 
ors then pre fe ent, would be uncertain aid tnac- 
ciſive, ſince it. might eu her be queſtioned, whe- 
. ther the Perſons 1 were up artial : : or doubicd, 
wither ther — were [1 gerrmyly Foe 
zentiue ; 1. bave taken that wav winch 1 con- 
cerve to be cleareſt ned jreeſt-j - from Ovjection) 
2i2,, To Oppoſe the Relation to it felf. and 
by ſuch Intances as I cold gather from it elf, 
to manifeſt and demonſtrate to thy U der: 
ſtanding, that it is Imperfect, Partial and 
Falic, | 
Now, as ] bave choſen to ſteer thrs Courſe 
zn a mogeſt ſp: - ro thee, that 1 might wot, 
wit hout ſums ita of Demonſtration, Sn 
my Ser6e upon thy Buluf (as my Adve; rfary tos 
154 ntly axd frequently duth hy) ſo 1 muſt 


YEque, Ht 


———_ 


FR 
— 


; Dt. > anni BR. Ang. aan" a 
ACER CALCITE MSIE on A CIREER IE XX 


Pt Io, Be: 


- 

requeſt of thee, That Ki wilt not think, murh 
leſs conclud:, that rhe Exceptions which I ſhall 
vow offer thee, are all I can juftly make 4: a1 
their Relation; or chit 1 «tow thoſe paris of 
it as True, againſt whish 1 have not here par- 
ticularly excepted : but that I therefore offer 
thee theſe Exceptions (not becauſe theſe are the 
only, ner perhaps the moſt weighty, that night 
be given, but) becanſe theſe are the moſt obui- 
04 and caſie to be evidenced: For, I ſpeak 
conſiderately, I do really think, there are not 
many Pages in the whole, which, in one reſpets 
or other , either for Adding, Daminiſking, 
Tranſpeſing or Perverting, may not juſtly Te 
excepted againfs | 

"I To: Bo 
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2 fore enter upon the Peokit ſelf.l judge 
it neceſfary to premiſe tie Method I in. 
tend to obſerve there, w hich i is this - 


l A brief Account 01 f rhe Qcceſp 3on and Supjels 
| of ticſe Aectings. 


I T. My E ver ceper 1971S againſt Tio. Plant's Re- 
lation Ti * the 7m, as, bet ng not ferthfaclly 's but 
imperfectty, Py and falſly Ok 


ITI. Some Ob/c rations on the moſt Conigt 
Paſſes i bis Rebatioil, encludio alſo bis 


Mar? Wl inal Nutcs. 


IV. Come FOR TR "I pon Jer. Ives's 
PcoliUcript, 


T. x Poſtfcript to at Conſcientious Bapriſts 


Forzery 
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Forgery No Chriſtianity, 
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_ CHAP. I. 
A brief Account of the Occaſion and Subjeft 


' of theſe AMectings, 


WB" He Occalion of theſe Meetings, 0- 
: riginally, 1 take to be thoſe Dia- 
. lognes, which were written and 
publiſhed by Thomas Hicks, to traduce and 
defame our Principles and Us: of which 1»ju- 
;y we being ſenſible, complained to the Yap- 
:/ts againſt their Brother, and called upon 
them ro ao #4 Fuſtice, They thereupon, in a 
Meeting of thesr own appointing at Barbican, 
took ati Opportunity, 5 our Abſence, to call 
T. Hicks to an Account, as they pretended, 
and (as far as in them lay) acquitted him of 
thoſe Crimes which we had j«/tly charged up- 
on him, This gave us Cauſe of new Come 
jlaint, not only agamft him, but them, by 
whom we had been thus ſurprized. = 
: 5 cre- 


(10) 
hereupon we demanded of them a Publick 
Meeting, to be appointed by mutual Agree- 
ment, wherein we might perſonally exhibit 
an make good our Charge againſt T, Hicks, 
and he perſonally make his Defence. 


This, in ſhort, concerning the Occaſion, 
Now as briefly alſo es well I can, concerning 
the Subject of theſe Meetings. 


In the Epi/t/: before their Relation,T, Plant 


teils tris Reader, That 1» Purſuance of W.P's 
Or for a Fublick, Meeting, ſeuiyal of our 
Friends ard thiirs met to arſcour ſe thereabout : 
but they conld not agree touching the Matter to 
be 1afiſt:d 64, Whereupon he ſayes, .1 Paper 
was d:l:ueredto our Friends to be communicated 
10 W,?, aud GW. which fayes he, is as fol. 
lowetn. EE. | X | 
© Whereas there are divers things charged 
© by W.Penn & G Whitehead againſt T, Hicks 
< in two Books, one intituled, Reaſon agamfpt 
©Ra:ling ; the other,The Counterfer Chriſtsan 
eJerefted, intimaating, as if the ſaid T, Hks 
© had yrong'd the People call'd Quakers,by For- 
gery, Lying And faiſe Quotations, And where 
c25 the faid Y. P. and G.#, or ſome other of 
© the 2#atcrs, did appeal to ſober People,but 
< eſpecially tv the B-.pr-fts,to hear and examine 
Ke own the ſaid T.H, was guilty of yt ſaid 
£2 CCH- 
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« Accuſations or 10s, And a Meting being 
<therupon appointed,wherein the /a:z4 Charoe 
cas examined ; we are fully ſatisfied that : n 
:all theſe material T: ings, t"en inſiſted upon, 
*T.H, hath done them no Wrong, &c., 
This Paper is ſub:cribed by 
BY, K iffin, £ Dike, 
T. Paul, T, Plant, 


Ber Reaſon (Rea7Jer) wiy [have tranſcri- 
d {6 much of this Paper of CES, 15, That 
(1012 mayft ſee and underſtand /rom their own 
Confeſſion, what they themſelves underſtood 
io be the Grow dand Occaſion of our Appeal ; 
pat d was they appointed ther Meeting for, 
ind war 1t v/as they rookrpon them to hear and 
Gaming, VIZ. FORGERY, LYING and 
*ALSE QUOTATIONS. FORGERY then 
g their ew? Con; ſions was that Wc C07; plained 
f and demanded Fr:ftice of them for : FOR- 
GERY tnen by rhe own Confeſpor, was that 
wy aprunted their Afceting ts Examine : 
IRGERY then by thzeir ovvn C onfeſſio; 7, was 
tie Buſineſs depending between them and us. 
by this, Reader, tnou nwſt here take notice, 
at FORGERY was.indecd the proper Sub- 
i to have been diſcour/ed between them and 
mY at thoſe late Aeetinos,which we have had 
ogether « What Shifring and Shufiling? what 
Twiſting 


| 7 > 
Twiſting and Twining ? -M Tricks and Be. 
vices were nſed-by them to avoid this Thear, 
thou ſhalt alſo ſee anon, | 

Ler this tuffice to be ſpoken in this Place, of 
the Occaſion and Subjet of theſe Meetings, 
Let me now ſhewT, Plant oneof his Miſtakes, 
and fo proceed to the next Head. 

In his Ep:/#lc he tells his Reader, That The 
Anſwer te1he Quakers Appeal berg publ ſhr, 
W. Penn therenpon publifucd 2 Complaint 4 
gatnft ut,1u which he was pleaſed to _ an Of- 
fer for another Publick Meeting, 

Herel mult deſire T,P. to recolledt his Me- 
7:07 y, & then I doubt not bur he will find him 
felf under a very great mi{take. He makes their 
publiſhing of their 4»/wer to the Quakers 
Appeal, to be net only before Www Penn's Com- 
plaind and Offer of a Publick Mecting, but 
alſo to be the Ground and Occaſion of tat | 
C ompiaint and Offer,which ts indeed nireriy wn 
truc; for it was,] think, well nigh a 2Zonth after 
their firſt Meeting at Barbican, before their 
Book call'd The Quakers Appeal anſwered, 
came forth ; whereas wy. P's Complaint againſt 
them, and Offer of a Publick Meeting, was 
publiſhed within ezzhr Dayes after that Meet- 
ng, as by the Date of each will appear , the 
one being the 28th of Augxf, the other tne 


5th of September, Beſides, in that very _m 
| 0 


- (13) , 

* | oftheirs, call'd tus Appeal anſwer'd, 
" | ticytake notice of this Complaint of IV, P's, 

Epit. Pp. 9. in theſe Words: © Ard whereas 
fl (here 15 4 late Paper printed by Way of Com- 
| fplaint of ſeveral ſcandalow Keports 17 City 
BN (and Conmry againſs WP. and GW, atif 

they purpoſely megleRcd to meet the Day afore- 
© Y faid, &c. Again in the Poſti-ripr, p, 32, 
» If thus, © Having ſeen W.P's Complaint, where- 
Un —hz 18 pleaſed to propeſs Jor 42Cutl:ich Meet 
ng, &c. This puts it beyond all Doubt, 
that #/, Penn's Complant and Offer of a Pub. 
lick Meeting,was publiſhed before their Book. 
call'd The Quakers Appeal anſwerea; and 
conſequently, That T. Flant 1iſtook his Nores, 
n making their Book antecedent to the Com- 
paint, and to be the Ground and Caule of it. 
{ } However,though I might here ſay of T.Planr, 
In tpſo limine cadit, he ſtumbles, as 1t were, 
at the very Entrance: Yet I willnot extend 
tfurther, then to a Weakseſs of his Memory, 
or his /nadvertency in Writing, 
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er pemrnead —_ 


CHAP. II. 


My Exceptions againft T Plant's Relarion,&c, 


| Fin in th- former Chapter briefly hint. 


ed the O:cafion and Subject of thoſe 


Meetings, of which T. 11 pretends to give 


4 Relation; my next W ork 1s, ro exhibit my 
Exceprions again the Relation which he hath 
given; in which {Hall endeavour to demon- 


ftrate to the Reader, that TH .1T Relation 


(thovgh pretended to be Fairhful ) is indeed 
Partial, Defective && Falje : In Order where- 
unto I premiſe this, That, Whoſsever under- 
taketh ro give a faith(ul Relation of a mutual 
Diſcourſe or Conference, ought indiffercatly &- 
equally to deliver tie Speeches and Sayings of 
each Party, actors: as they themſelves ſpaks 
them, not a: ſignidls adding ro the one, wor ſub- 
ftrafting from the other, much leſs roncealing or 
perverting the 4n:ſwers »f exher.; otherwiſe bs 
Relation carrot be {atthſul and true But that 
The.F lant in the Relation which he hath pub» 
liſhed, hath z6: 12atferently and equally deli- 
vered the Speeches and Sayings of cach Party, 
according a; they ſpake them, but hath coz- 
cealed 
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ccal'd any 6f their 1»jwers; and con'equent- 
ly, that -zs Relation 15 wot fair kjitl ardtrue, it 
the following Exceptions be througtly conli- 
dered. 


After Tho, Plant hath brought his Brother 
Hicks no leſs then 7. pages on his way in one 


entire & uninterriipted 2nfwer, and was lJead- 
ing hinr- on, how much further, I know not : 
He tells his Reader pag. 21. © Hcre W, Penn, 


' and wthers of kisFrunds interiiiptcdy aid tock, 


| ir : 
(up much Time about ether mancrs, THuutn® 


tfrom this fir ſf untothe third Char e, QC, 
Except. 1, InthisI except againſt the Re- 
lation as Defe&:;we, and rax the Relator with 
Partiality : for he ought to have faithfully ſet 
Jown the particular Diicourſe, as it paſſed, 
whether to him it ſeem'd pertinent or nor, that 
11s Reader ( to whom of Right it belong'd ) 
might himſelf haye been Judge of the matter, 
and not be obl:eged to take it up97) truſt from 
am, who in all Probablity did therefore omit! 


it, becauſe his Account was imperfe& and 


aulty ; or finding'that it made aga:;aſt him and 
his Party, choſe rather (which is worſe) to 
conceal it. Could he find in his Heart to en- 
trtain his Reader with fo prolix a Diſcourſe 
igainlt us, and yet think much to give him 62c 
J:ne of what we replied thereto ? He layes, 
We rook_nep much Time; from whence may be 
inferr's 


OS oe | (16) | | 
inferr'd, that ch was ſ-oaken. Now whether 
his be a true Relation, which of that Mach re- 
lates Nothing, I leave, Reader, to thy Conſt: 
deration; andtrace him further. 1 

He ZOES ON thus, p; 22, © But W, Penn ſee- 
© ng that no Anſwer would be gruen tothaſe 
© things till the firſk Article was concluded, He 

6 then with others of kis Ajſiſtentsy for a £0nſide- 
© rable time wnſiſted Upon the Form of Wriung, 
\ pretending, as if this were ther chief Quarrel 

Hicks under this firſt Head. | 
Excepr. 2, Herein the Relator hath been 
greatly to blame : Ze promi eti1 fair, perf or ms 

#othins leſs. In his Title page he propoletha 
faithful Relation; in his Pretace;a fa:rhjul Ac- 

count; & that ſubmitted to the Judgment of all 

Judicious and Impartial Men:But what is here 
for ſuch to Judge ? He bin:ſclf has before hand 
judged, concluded and determined the Adatter : 

We inſiif:d (he ayes) on the Form of Wri- 
ting, pretending 4s if that were our chief Quar- 
rel azainst T Hicks; But in what 11ai-ner 
was this inſiſted on? What Objeci:0;.5 were 
offered 49a: that Form of Writing ? What 
Realons or Arguments to confirm thole Obje-, 
tions? Nor aWordof this; and yet he calls F 
his Relation faithful. Surely, if we infiſted 
Onit, as our chief uarrel, and that too (a5 
ke faith , for a corider able rimesſormething mull 


necds 


C 217 ) 
needs have been poaken of it; hawthen can 
his Relat:on be j.2 #1, w. ich cvs tiieReas 
| I der 2.0; 048 #0, & of Wizat we ſpare concerning 
it? Will he ay, It was lmpcrnnent; Wwe 
made ht;a Fad 2 Was: itn -T cnou;h for tim 
to ve a part1a: Relator, une. he wereaiſoan 
ſe Ujaje Jadge ? Did he affect Brevity ; What 
made him ten ſo ſed:o:z bur juit Eefore in 
cclating at large T. Huks's 1. ng winded Ora- 
$2 Y tion again us? *© 

He goes on thus: © But this being filly and 

(per ay a; le {F to.:heSySat 15] ACE 164 6/ «ll {rlc n= 
partial Hearers, &C, | 
E-ccepr, 3. Here agam tie Relation 1s De- 
jeckzve, and the Relator extreauuly pariis!, 
The one defective, in omz14.; O55 fall An- 
lverz the ether partial, in undertaking to de- 
rermzey that the Anſ'..er was full; and much 
more fo, in afftirmung, That it was /ar:sfa&ory 
to all the Impartial Hcare:s; What room, I 
pray, hath he here left for any judicious man 
0excrorſe his Fudg mort r how thall the Rea- 
der be able to judge, whether what we inſiſted 
on was f:{; anſwer'd, when h. neicher knows 
vhat the Anſwers were ; nor, wherher indeed 
there were any, or no ? But how knows Tho. 
: " Pant that the Anſwers wert ſatis +6tory to all 
- Ihe umpartial Hearers ? Did 4! tat were 1m- 
partial expreſs their Satisfaction 2 And is he 
I | well 


wel affured, that Al they who &id fo expreſs, 
were in very deed impartial ? Why did he not 
inſert theſe Anſwers in his Relation, that they 
might have been as latisfaCtory to All impar- 
tial Readers, as he ſaith;;h2y were ro All 5mpar- 
tial Hearers? What Realon cay be ſuppos'd 
for this Omiſſion ? Doubtleis,he will not ſay, 
Theſe Anſwers were ampertinent beth as they 
were given by his own Party, and as himſelf 

here declares them full and ſatisfattery, But, 
haſt thou net Cauſe, Reader, to ſuſpect, that 
he was really confc:om of the WeakneſF and 11. 
validity of thele Anlwers,and therefore would 
not venture t ſub them to thy Judgment, 
but chole rather to pals them haſtily aver, and 
obtrude hs Sence upon thy Belief? However, 
this is obvious, that ſomze Anſwers he confeſſes 
were given, yet his Relation gives Noe ; but 
inſtead thereof, he takes upon him to derey- 
rmine, that thoſe Anſwers were {full and ſaris- 
fa&ory. Whether this be conſiſtent with a faith- 
ful and impartial Relation, I leave to the Rea- 
der's Judgment, and proceed. 

In pag. 249 25. fer. Ives propoſeth a Que- 
ftiog, © Whether the Human Nature be a part 
© of the trus Chriſ# of God now in Heaven ma- 
King Interceſſion for ui ? whereunto ſays T.P, 
© We could gain no dire Anſwer. 

Except:4. Hence | again except againft the 

Relation 


19) | 
Relation as unfairly; unfatthfully and partially 
writren. T. Plan confefſeth, an Ar/wer was 
given; but ſaith, it was not direct to the (Que- 
ftion: Why did not he (as became a Relater) 
F1ve taat Anſwer, whatever it was,to his Rea- 
der, that his Reader might judge hovw direct 
and proper the Anſwer was to the Quelſtton ? 
How fain' would he lead his Reader blindfold, 
or perſwade him to ſec with his Eyes,not with 
his own ! But,OQh faithle!s,O ſhamelets Man ! 
With what Face cant thou call this a faithful 
Relation, which thy own Conſcience Enows 
to be ſo falſe and faulty ? How covldſt thou 
judge it fair, that thy ſelf, be:zg a Party, and 
ſo immediately concern'd as thou art,fhouldft 
conceal our Anfyer from the Reader; and take 
upon thee to tell himzit was zo drreft ? Much 
better mightſt thou have ſubmitted thy Rela- 
tion to the Belief of the Creauloms, then to the 
Fudriment of the Fudicious ; ince the firft 
Sort might perhaps have [mplicitely acquie/ced 
n thy Judgment, and have taken tay Report 
upon Truſt; whereas tne latter have no Sub- 
jCt to exerciſe their Judgments on, unleſs it 
be to cenſure thy Vnjuſt Dealings, | 
The Sum of my Exceptions againſt this 
Part of the Relation is, That it's very defe- 
tv? aad imperfett, and the Relator therein 


molt Unfaithfal to us, and Avnſive of his 
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Reader; for he hath dropt well nigh a Dozez 
Pages together of the Diſcourſe that paſſed 
between thera & us, and inftead thereof hath, 
in about /o zany Lines, given the Reader an 
Account in gezczal, what in his Judgment was 
the Ive of it, But let the Relator remember, 
and the Reader conſider well that Maxim, ſub 
eneralibus latct dolus. 
Three ſtances more,by way of Exception, 
I offer to the Reader's Conſideration, | 
I. Thar of all the Diſcourſe that paſſed that 
Day between them and us, the Anſwers that 
they have given in ex7 Names (if they were 
all put together) will amount to but about 16 
Lines, whereas the Relation itſelf containeth 
in the whole about 12 pages, of which no lels 
then 7 are ſpent in one Anſwer of T. His: 
Let the Reader, I ſay, but obſerve this, v:z. 
That T, Hicks finglytakes up of their Relati- 
On, 7 pages in one Anſwer, and that the An- 
{wers of A# the Quakers that ſpoak there (as 
they are ſet down tn that Relation) being A! 
put together, will hardly make up 16 Lines; 
and then let him judge whether that be a fair, 
an honeft, a faithful Relation, as T, Plant 
calls it, | har 
2. That ſuch Paſſages as were ſpoaken by ir 


| anyof themſelves, and proved offenſive to hat 


the Auditors, are wholy left out of their Re- 
lation, 
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lation, as if there had been no ſuch Thing ſpoa- 
ken; particularly,that unfeemly Expreſſion of 
7. Ives,when he call'd the dead Body of Chriſt a 
Carcaſs;which,beeauſe it was il[reſented by the 
Auditory, is not to be found in their Relation. 
3. That they have not only /efr our our Part 
of the Diſcourſe, but taat they might ſo do, 
have allo adropt ene of thetr own Diſputants, 
namely, R, Forguſon, a Presbyterian, Wo in 
that Part of the Diſpute, which they have O- 
n:tted, beſtir'd himſelf in T. Hicks's Defence. 
And truly, though his Endeavours proved in- 
lucceſsful,they have no Reaſon to be aſhamed 
of the Man (though of either craving or ac- 
cepting his Help, they have) whoſe Unhap- 
pineſs it was to eſpouſe a bad Cauſe, being 
much more able in Point of Learning, to have 


* defended it, then themſelves, zf it had been de- 
* Yfenſible, But leaving them to give the World 
* in Account of their engaging ſo many contrary 


Interests againſt us)l (hall enly here deſire the 
Reader ſeriouſly to conſider, whether in rela- 
ing a mutual Diſcourſe orDiſpute,the /e#aving 
wt a great Part of what was ſpeaken, and g0n- 
caling withall the Names of the Perſons 
peaking, be the Property of an Tarpartial Re- 
ator, or conſuifent with a faithful Account, as 
T.Plant, notwithſtanding all thele O7ſtorns, 


2th the C onfidence to call his, 
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Let theſe Exceptions ſizfice againft the Re. 
lation of the firſt Meeting; and let us now 
Reader, little examine the Account that 15 gi- 
ven of the {econd, which, though it be ſaid to 
be written by one T.Fenniz: (a Perſon I have 
no Knowledge of )yet inaſmuch as this 1s pub- 
liihe4, as well as the former. by T. Plant,and 
by him recommended as faithful, 1 hope he 
will hxve noCauſe, to think 1 deal hardly with 
him, ifI place the Defets and Errors of this 
to his Accompt alſo, To begin therefore. 

In p. 74. F. vc ſayes, © 1 wilt prove out of 
© ſeveral of your Writings that call your ſelves 
« Qu3kers, that you are no Chriſtians, To this 
they make G. IVh:tchead anſwer thus, © Be- 
© canfe ſome of car Frienas have writ ſo, t5 it 
« rectſonavle that we ſhould all be concluded by 


© them, becauſe ſome of us have rerit ſo? there- 


* fore to conciude all arc no Chriſtians , This is 
© a7 fir, SO AS1INp47,75, In Fer. [ves s Re- 
ſyurption of the Aniwer, he reports G.Whzte- 
head to have faid, © Auſt all be conciudtd to be 
© No Chriſtians, becauſe forme have written re- 
purT rant to Chritttanity? 

Exe*pt,T, In this Inſtance I charge the 
Relation with Fa!ſh:od, for repreſenting C, 
Whitezend, as ſpeaking that which he neither 
cid nor in Reaſon can be ſuppoied to penn: 

04 
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for it makes G, W. _ grant what he 
neither did nor could grant, but only ſuppoſed 
for Argument ſake. That the Defign of the 
Relation was to render him as granting that 
ſome of our Friends, ſome of Us, ſome 
Ouakers have written repugnant to _ 
»:ty, is plain and obvious ; and Fer, Ives from 
this forged Conceſſion forthwith infers this 
Conſequence, * Doth not this frongly and vis- 
'lently follow, that ſome Quakers have been,oy 
f xre NotChrsſFians ? But that G. ww. didnot 
ſo expreſs himſelf, not only cogent Reaſon 
evixces, buteven their own: Relation doth al- 
ſo evidence, pag. 76. where he thus ſpeaks, 
largued from a particular to 4 general, and 
drew # Concluſion from the whole ; Suppoſing 
[this is not Granting] /ome Quakers did ſpeak. 
and write thoſe things that we cannot generally 
fend by; I have brought them to this, that the 
Baptiſts rhemſelves would not be ſo dealt by, 
though I de net know (I ſpeak conſcientiouſly) 
of any known real Quaker among 1 that has 
written & laid down that as cheQuakers Belief, 
that we cannot fland by ; and therefore I am far 
mongh from making any ſue Hypotheſis, &c, 
But tit was to awaken them,c>bring them to this 
Conſider ation, ro do a5 they wonld be done unto. 
Suppoſe theſe Per ſons ſhould produce ſome partie 
B 4 exlar 
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cular things out of ſom?! Books that we canngg 
ftand by (though =_—_ nt one) world theſe 
P: r ors be ſo d lt nith ? 5c. 

Ob'erve n-w Reader, I cntreat ___ wy _ 
the Sr: /s of my Exception lies : CW, 
p.e*} him elf by Suppoſition ad; ; Sr _— 
any ſhud nave wriiten foo; fo; and folemn- 
ly and con:cientioully affirmed, that he did 
not know of ary oe real naker that had io | 
written, and that therefore he was jr fr5m 
makivg any | c* H: -por ei, from whence 
mig!:t beinferred , trathe did 9a any real 
Onuaker had to wiitten ; yet their Relation 
tnrns thes SUpp JUL 077 tnts & dywr-ii8kt Contcl 
fro: gs and repretents G. W as plarrly and ah. 
ſolut. ly grantini'y that forme of rh: Quakets 
had w-ittet rOpugind.s Ie Chriſtianity. A- 
Saint t'.1s | except and herein charge te 
Re ur n with being putoraun fiy falſe ; and 
waerter my *xception be rightly oro nded 
(r2e P emi-es conſider red) | wiuingly icbmit 
to thy, Julgment, 

Avan It appears, that this Refation of 
theirs was not 4c-lly a, d trkly 0: kn ; 16mm the 
Hutches of the 1: ſputants in the time of the 
Diſpute (5. t rat” _ :tch: up ſince,» cerding 
as tiney Were able aad wilkng t& rcamentber) 
int.at It makes them fp-cak 1 074; Terms, 

Li1ER 
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then thoſe by which they cxpreſt themſelves, 
For inſtance : : 

Except, 3, In pag. 79. F. Jves having for- 
med an Argumecer, the Relation ſayes Ges. 
+ eh cryed out, He denycd both Major and 
Afinor ; wnereas it is moſt notorious that 
G.K. waved tho'e Terms,and inftcad thereof 
uſed the 1 /t and 24 Propofition, that he might 
the better accommodare t:isSpeech to the Ca- 
pacity of the vulgar Aiqitors, 

Excepr. 3. The Relation makes W. Perr 
and G. Ke#ih frequently deiiver themſelves 
to 7.Tves ſinily, inthe plural Particle, Tow 
and Toxr ; which is io generally known not to 
be the Quakers Dial: ct, that this alone were 
ſufficient toevince that rhe Kelarion was writ 
by rote, 

Except. 4. In page 83. of their Relation, 
G. K. is made to iays / a 4] that Mr, Penn 
5 70 Chriſtian, This allo I refer to the Rea- 
der's Confi:ieration, whether tt:ere be any 
the leaſt Probability, that G. K, who is a 
Q caker, ſhould in a publick Arditory call 
Vi :{{ am Perm by the Tii/enf Ar, Pcan This 
plainly enough diſcovers t' at the Penmar 
exercij d hs Favicy more ther his Fars, 

If it ſhall be o&jected ' that thee are but 
tr104al Circ: mſtances, not mtr Paſſages; 
I aniwer, That tnough tcy are not material 
to 
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to evidence the Eh. or Weakneſs of Ar- 
guments on either ſide; yet they are 7aterial 
er6n7h to evince, that the Account it elf, 
which T, Plant has publiſht of the ſecond 
Iſpute was »ot really and truly taken there, as 
the Dilſcourle dropt from the Mouthes of the 
Driiputants, but written ſince by Rote, not 2s 
it really was, but as he and others thought fit 
to repreſent it. And ſeeing they have fo ap- 
parently miſreported us in things of leſſer 
moment, Why thould the Reader queſtion 
their Fropenſity to do the like in Matters more 
ſubſtantial ? But this alſo I ſubject to tne 
Reader's Cenſure. | | 

Again, pag. 72. A Strancer having ex- 
preft his Deſire, that our Charge .might be 
read and proſecuted, was thereupon ſuſpect- 
cd by one of the Baptifts tobe a Prieſt ora 
Romaniſt atleaſt; whereofthe Stranger com- 
plaining, F. ves puts him upon his Purgatt- 
on: Heanſwers, [amno Roman-Catholick, 
Whereupon Feremy replies, But are you not 
a Hobbiſt ? for you talk as if you were, 

Except. 5, Here again the Relation be- 
traycs it ſelj ,, for thinking it roo bald for Fere- 
7713 to put ſich a Queſtion npon an alrcady- 
abuſed Stranger, without ſhewing ſome Rea- . 
jon for it, they add this as the Ground of his 
Queſtion [| for you talk as if you were | 


Nov 
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Now if this was not then ſpoaken, but fince 
added (as I obje&) then it follows, that the 
Relation is not faithful, If they will inſiſt, 
that it was then ſpoaken by F. Ives, then 1 
deſire the Reader to conſider from what pare 
of this Stranger's Talk, he had Ground to 
ſuggeſt him an Hobbiſt ; which, that the 
Reader may the better do, I will not think 
much to ſetdown the whole of what they re- 
port him to have ſpoaken, juft as I find it in 
their Relation, which begins thus - 
Gentlemen, I am neutral, and d; ſpeak, 
what ts equal : they are willing to prove T. 
Hicks a Forger, ard ſay, it 45 the firſk Article 
a0recd to be aiſcourſed this axy, therefore it is 
reaſonable they ſhould £0 0n to prove it ;, for if 
1am Plantiff, you are to anſwer my Accuſati- 
07, P. 79. 

His next words are theſe ; Hear the Ay. 
ticles of the Charge read, that we may under- 
ſtand them, P. 71. 

His next words are theſe ; 7 am charged, 
and deſire tobe heard. 

His next words are theie; ] am no Roman- 
Catholick., that is, I am not of that Church, 
Pag. 72. | 

This is ts a Tittle what they relate him to 
have ſaid before this ſecond Suggeftion of an 
Hebbift,which is grounded «pon hisT aik,frem, 
whence 
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whence what Ground F. I. conldhave to ſuſ- 
pe the Man an Hobbif(which in plainer Er- 
glifhiis an Atheiſt) T leave to thee CReader) 
to conider,while I purſe my prefent purpoſe, 
which is, to prove the Relation falſe. 

One of theſe three Inconveniencies will, I 
think, inevitably befal the Baprifs in this caſe. 
If they acknowledge, that this Clauſe was 
not then ſpoaken, but ſince added by them to 
countenance and florriſh over the Suggeſtion, 
It will follow, :har the Relation is Falſe: If 
they will affirm, that it was then ſpoaken, ac- 
cording as it is there ſet down, the Danger 
ſtil] will be asgreat ; for, inaſmuch as what- 
loever they have related, as ſpoaken by this 
Stranger, cannot poſſibly adminiſter the leaſt 
Colour or Pretence for fuck a Suggeſtion, it 
muſt needs be, that either he ſpake ſome- 
thing elſe, whick they have et related, but 
congealed, and then the Relation is Falſe ſtill; 
or elſe;that theSuggeſtion was who!ely 7rourd- 
leſs, and the Reaſon given for it, fa/ſ? ; and 
then f. 7ves may fall under the Cenſure of his 
Brother R:ell, as his Brother Ruſſel did un- 
der his. 

Thus, Reader, I have given thee a few 
Inſtances, yet enough (l hope) te ſatisfie thy 
Judgment of the Falſhood and Partialiry of 


their Relation, Many other parts of it I can 
| except 


(29) 
except againſt as falſe, upon my own Know- 
ledge ; but I would not, {ike term, impoſe 
upon thy Belief, and therefore infiſt on fuch 
Particulars, as (even from their own Relatt- 
on) are plainly demonſtrable to thy Under- 
ſtanding; by which, as of the Lyon by his 
Paw, thou mayeſt take a mealure of the 
reſt. 


. 
_ _ Mt 


CHAP. 1. 


Some Obſervations on the moſs Material Paſ- 
ſages in his Relation, &C, 


— 


"ff » 
Ithough, Reader, having already enerva- 
A ted the force of the Relation, by ſhew- 
ing, that z7 zs eaperfetily and partrally wrizzeny 


| might well excuie my fe!f from takings any 


further notice of it; yet a little to manifeſt the 
Weakeſs of their Diſpatant, and tne Folly of 
their Relator, as well as altogether the Falſe 
ty of the Relation it ſelf, I preſent thee here a 
few Obſervations og the moſt material Pat 
{ages IN If, 

[n the Relation of the firſt Meeting, p. 15. 
T. Hicks is ſaid to anfwer thus ; © Concernoms 
© that Charge wherein they accuſe me for falſe 
* Reflettions upon Stephen Criſp, 1 ca:n08 own 
$ this Charge ; for I have ſaid nomore of lems 

| Lhe 
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£ then what 1 am able ( prove(v1Z.) that he af- 
' © firmed to me, that he knew the Beginning and 
© Date of my Chriſt e&6,Upon theſe laſt words 
T. Plant hath a marginal Note,in theſe words, 
- © This they ernitted to read publickly, thouth all 
c the veſt were read at length. 

Obſerv, By this he would ſeem to hint,that 
we endeavoured to conceal this Paſſage from 
the People. In this he is guilty, firſt of a | 
#roundleſs Inſinuation z and next, of a dowr- 
right Falſheod, to colour it. That the Infinua- 
tion is not only groundleſs, but ridiculoxs allo, 
let it be conlider'd; 1/#, That it was we eur 
ſelves that inſerted this particular in the | 
Charge. 2, That we did it voluntarily and of 
Choice, being under no Conſtraint thereto, 
3. That we did it to this End and Purpoſe, 
that it might be publickly examin'd & dilcufſt, 
With what Shew of Reaſon can any one then 
jmagine, that wedeſign'd to conceal it ? That 
T. Plant hath added an &/#truth, to colour o- 
ver kis Infinuation, in ſaying Al! the. r:/# were 
read at length, will appear plainly to the Rea- 
ger, if he pleaſe but to caſt an Eye either on 
our Copy of the Charge as it was that Day 
read, and ince printed with our Acconnr of 
that Meeting, pag. 38. or ontheir own Rela. 
tion, pag. 6,7. In both which he may find, 
that this was not the only Paſſage in the Charg, 


that was abbreviated ; but that his ſeveral A. 
buſes 
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buſes of W. Penn under one Head,and the Cos 
tradiftions charg'd UPON T. Hicks vnder anv- 
ther Head, were in like manner abbreviated 
allo; though T, Plant hath the Configerce to 
aftirm, that All che reſ# were read at length. 

In pao, 23. It being objected, that ſome of 
the Quakers had affirm'd, that Chriſt was nc- 
ver ſeen with carnal Eyes ; G.Keith anſwer'd, 


| | diſtinguiſh : Chrift, 45 God, was never ſect 


with carnal Eyes ; but as anbe was, To this 
Fer, Ives replies, He was Chriſt, as be was 
Man. | 

Obſerv. Herein Feremy contradifts his Bro- 
ther Hicks : for helayes politively (Dial.r. 
pag. 44.) Not the meer G'oa-head ef the Son, 
nor the meer Manhood ; but God and Man un:- 
ied in one Perſony that ts the Chriſh., See the 
Difference : Tho. Hicks ſayes, He is Chrij? 
(net as he 1s Man, but) 4s he is God and Man ; 
F, Ives ſaith, He was Chriſt, as be was AMan. 

Pag. 24. #. Penulatth, When eur Er icd 
ſayes,Chriſt was never ſeen with Carnal Eyes, 
it s meant of ' the Divine Nature, which # the 
more exceflint and better Parc, To this Fer. 
Ives replyes, © By the ſame Rule, if I ſhould 
' write 4 Book, ard publiſh to the World, That 
'[ had never ſeen W.P. and GK. mall my 
' Life, and they ſheuld tell me I lyed, becauſe T 
"(aw them at this Meeting; May T not an- 
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© [wer them with this Diffsnttion, as they do 
© ity, and ſay, That W.P. and G. K, cox- 
© fiſt” of Soul and Bed, and becauſe 1 never 
© {aw their Souls, which 15 the more exceflcnt 
© Part, therefere I never ſaw them, 

Obſerv. This Compariſon is very unſuita. 
ble, and ſmells ftrozely of Sormaniſm, as 
tending to prove that Chr:ſt was but 4 meer 
Man, and therefore as ebvioms ts Sight as 
W.P., and G.X, Forhe makes 0 more of 
fecing Chriſt, then he does of {ceing either 
of theſe two men : Whereas Chriſt is called in 
Scripture, The /17:2:ty God, Ifa.g.G. King 
of Kings, and Lord of Lords, Rev. 19. 16, 
whom no man hath ſeen, NOR CAN SEE, 
1 Tir, 6,16. 

Upon this Paſſage T. Plant makes a Mar- 
Binal Note in theſe words; © Note, That this 
© Oprnton of the Quakers, that Cir iſt was nt 
© ſeen with Carnal Eyes, 1s laid down by them 
© :2 Oppofitron to the Pri:fts &> falſe MMmniſters, 
© as they call thers [Do ye Bapt:fts then own 
the Prieſts to be True Miniſters now ? Surel 
am yedid not ule to do io formerly. Or do 
ye only fawn on them, that they may aſſ:## 
= in your War againſt us? © But (ayes 

e) , if W. Ps awd GK D.jt::.:67 be. 
© good, then they make their Fricrids to fignt 
* with the Air : For who doth he oppoſe ? ſince 
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© ever any was ſo idle as 19 preacg thet the Di- 
* vine Nathre wis ever ſeen with & carnal Eycs: 
© So that either tt wy: wave their Friends write 


-C ewe: 4 or cl fe thei Diſt eneFion is here 111- 


CCE116 ve. 

' ObFe cry, Here T7 9TEWY that ar the ie 
tt ae, while the Baprz]t's contend that C/r:/F 
was i ſeen with- Carnal Eyes ; they" alio lay, 
that the Divine Nature" was never ſeen 
w.ib Carnal E ?F'3 thereby zusſ$5120 Chriſt of 
tre Devrie Marur,' anc repreienting him no 
otter then a veer Afan, That thow may'ft 
ſee, Reader, - that this is indeed the Con-' 
ie.,uence of tacirAfſertion, iet me caſt 1 itinto. 
the Form of an Arsumenr thus - , 

If the Drvme: Nature was not ſeen with 
Carnal-Eyes, then the Manhood only was 
{cen with Carnal Eyes : b 

But the Divine Natnre was not ſeen with 
Carnal Eyes; | 

Therefore the Manhood only was ſeen with 
Carnal Eyes. 

1do' not ſee that the Conſequerice of the 
art Propoſition can be excepted againſt: - 
The ſecond is: their own Afertion, 'and the 
Concluſion natural. Let us ſee what the Iſſue 
wil be. | A | 

If the Manhood dhe was ſeen with Car- 


nal Eyes, and vet Chriſt was ſeen with 


S Carnal 
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Carnal Eyee, then the Manhood was only 
Chriſt: | : | 

But the Manhevd only was ſeen with Car- 
mal Eyes, and yet Chriſt wesfeen with Carnal 
Eyes; - 
| Frereforethe Manhood only was Chrift. 
Ji} | The Confequence of the firit Propoſition” 
8;  HItaketobe undeniable: The ſecond is partly 
6 the Conſequence of the former Argument, 

il and partly thetr own Afertion: TheConclu- 
fon fair and genuine. By this, Reader,thou 
'N may ſee what this Aﬀertion of theirs, That 

it. Chriſt was ſeen with Carnal Eyes, leads unto 
| ang ifſues in, vir, The Deryal of his Divinity 
or God-head,and making him but 4 meer Man, 

| Here for an Account ef our Carriage that 
Day, he refers his Reader to a Book, entitu-. 
led,The QuakersQuibbles, publifh'd (he ſayes) 
by an [ngenuews Ind: fferent Perſon, 

1 will not ſay much toit, enough having 
been ſaid already by agother. But if thou thy” 
Will felf, Reader, art an Ingenuous or Indifferent 
if Perſon, this Juſtice 1 deſire of thee, that thou 

[ wilt conclude nothing againſt us from that 
Book:till thou haſt read ourAnſwer to'it, which 
bears this Title, The Quakars Plaineſs detctF- 
ing Fallacy, Renx:mber that prudent Saying 
of a Juſt Heather. | 
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ON | C ; y 
Sen. :n eden, | 
Oui Paruirt aliquid, parte znaudita altera.,. 
DE quum licet ftarnerity bad aquns fait. 


Which may bear this Emngliſh, 


He Pars but one Part heard, ſhall undertake 
An haſty Judgment: of the whole to-make, 
Although his Judgment ſhould prove true, 


(yet he 
An Unjuſt Judge ſhall ſil reputed be. 


But proceed. , 

: In p.24. F. Ives propoſed A Queſtion, ; wWhes 
©ther the Human Nature be a Pare of the true 
© Chriſt of God, now in Heaven makins Inter -. 
© ceſſion for us ? Upon which T.Planr takes an 
Occaſion to abuſe us thus: ., 

© Here (fayes he) . they all ſate FO as men 
* aſtoniſht for a Conſiderable Time : an An= 
x *Jwer was called for again and..again, .but the. 
Quakers ſare ſpeechleſs, So p, 25. Which 
@ was A Wondgr to behold en of their Confi- 
© dence to be ſo gravely mute ow ſo long a time 
* together, KC, -- 

- Obſery.. In this they have erofly abuſed us, 
2nd manifeſtly diſcovered their #wn Weakneſs, 
for here they would infinuate that we were »o#- 
#ble to anſwer, but fate down like Men; aſta- . 

& = nith 9 
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niſht, ſpeechleſs for £13 conjiderable Time, mute 
for a Jong Time, &c, And yet . Ives in his 
Ori þic: of, r tbe Quehers. PAC. tells his Rea- 
cer;ttat # c «he wh, of Jpake lajt, How well 
thei will ! ang -cp*the; | icc the Reader judge. 
B:'t beſi/i-s, the Antiior of tre Quakers Quib- 
bi-s, wh.,m they highly applaud for Ingenuity 
& Indizerency-tclis us upon tis verySubjcct, 
P. 17. He v:Utieves WP, ſpake above a T hou- 
fard ff ords( which was far [coder from being 
mute? and tpeechleſs) and p. 11. he confeſſes, 
Wecryed ont t6 be hzxard, And not without 
Cauſe : For indeed F, Zves had cunningly rat- 
ſed fact. a Noiſe and Clamour, that it was im- 
poliible for us, while thatremained, ta be di. 
ftinfily heard ; but ſo ſoon as our Importuni- 
ty had obtained Silence, we plaigly and ly 
confeſt to, and acknowledged the Holy Man 
hood of Chriſt, 


After the Relation of the firſt Mecting'is 
ended, T.Plant goes on, to give his- Reader 
an Account of ſoine Letters that paſt between 
them and us. in Order to a ſecond, [ntroducto- 
ry to which he writes thus, Afrer this (nor 
hearing from them (i.e, the Quakers) and* 
confucerirg 7 th: Vrlikelvkood of ever Coming tod 
7rebt Vridr ſtanding each of other, QC. 


_ Objerv, Hence, Readers oblerve the her. 
; rible 


| 3 "S 
ible Injuffice of theſe 7 Fe towards us. Tho, 
Hicks had longs before, in three Books ſuc- 
ceſfvely charged us, That ye render the Hol 
SCrIprares tobe & no #1070 Autority then the Fa- 
blrs of Efop : That r{e Blood of Chriſt in onr E- 
fteermus worſerhen the Blood of a common Thief - | 


That :-e Quakers have diſcovered themſelves to 


be no ot her but the Spams of thar wiched Brood 
thxRanters; hats” licked ap thiir Yomu: That 
the Quakers ewnirs Feſuws Chriff is iadeed no 
other then 4 meer Myſtical Romance : That t be 
Teneency of all the Quakers Reajoning aboit 
Inflirutca Reltziony © ro dibinch Mankind : 
That our Prenceples traproved, arc diflruttrue 
to all human Soci'ty: That we are Cheats, Im- 
poſters, Lynn", tr flizererd by rhe Devil, the 
Devils Slaves, inShired by that Trand Impoſtor, 
the Devil, 11pincable Enemies tothe Chriſttan 
Relinion, as vile in; -offors as cuver were, and 
much more oi the 2/4 Nature. The ZBap- 
riſts being appealed to for 7,/7:ce herein, ac- 
quit him, Being drawn (w:th much ads) to 
debate it in a publick Afembly,T. Hicks there 
alſo fayes, I do not yet ſee Reaſon to abate 
ther one IWVord: And buth he and F. [ves there 
affirm, That theQuakers are 79 Chriſtians, And 
yet after all this they are ſo blind as to confeſs, 
T hey are not yet come ro # Right Unaerſtand- 
ins of as. Had they not aright Underfſtand- 
Wy” G3 * RM 
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ing of us, and yet would at a Venture thus 
repreſent'us! O diſhoneſt and malicions Minds! 
And indeed that this was their Deſign (v:z.) 
© traduce, reproach, calumniate us at any 
rate how falſe ſoever. (like thoſe of old com- 
plained of by the Prophet, Report, ſay they, 
and we will Report, Jer, 20.10.) take one In- 
ſtance more ovt of this Book of their own, 
p42.64. where at the laſt Meeting, which was 
on the 16th of Ofaber paſt, F.Tves canfeiſeth 
be had not read T,Ricks's Books,nor W Penn's, 
until the Night before, which; was the 15rh ; 
and yet the Jame Percy appear'd publickly 
jn Defence of T. Hicks, whom we had charg'd 
with Forgeries) and to prove us Nos Chriſt: 
Gns, onthe gth of Offober, : whicle was about 
a Week before: So that he firſt charg'dus to 
be No Chriſtians, and then 4 Weck after road 
eur Books, to ſee whether we were ſo, or no, 
By chele Inſtances, Re adcr,thou may'ſt judge, 
how Honeftly we have been dealt with by 
them. 1 | | 
In their Letter of OfFober 21. pag. 26. They 
write thus, But foraſmuch that in pablick Meer- 
ings, Tumuks and Noiſes happen, AND WE 
KNOW NOT WHERE TO LAY THE. 
_ BLAME, &c. yet in their very next Letter, 

dated Ocfover 14. pag. 30. they write thus, 
All which 15 drown'd and loſt in the Acclamaty - 


075 
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ons and Exclamations of ſuch a popmons & 1u- 


merons Aſſemvuly, as by the late Inftance of Bar- 
þican too much appears, ESPECIALLY ON 
YOUR PART TOO APPARENTLY, 

And pag. 36. they write thus, Agair they 
(meaning the Qnakers) are troubled that the 
Ryudcneſs of the Barbican Afrering fhould be re- 
flefted 6n them: DID THEY NOT DE- 
SERVE IT? Tea, was «t not APPARENT 
to every impartial Perfon there preſent ? 

Obſerve, Reader, how they can Say and 
Un-ſay, Blow Hot and Cold with the ſame 
Breath : Yernow they kuew net where to lay the 
Blame ; Now all on a ſuddain, tis We deſerve 
ity 'twas too apparently 0 our part, Yea "twas 
apparent to every impaitial Perſon preſent How 
chance then it was r0f «pperent to thote five 
wiſe Men that ſubſcribed that Letter, wherein 
oy lay, Tir, knew 187 where rolay w? Was 
it, becauſe ,;;2y were Partial ? Thou ſeeſt, 
Reader, ho-_'thele Men play faſt ard looſe. 
Surely, if t!.:y regarded to ſpeak the plain and 
naked Truth of things, they could not thus 
thwart and contrad:@ themſelves ; but having 
devoted themſelves, to Defame #s Right or 
Wrong, they are jſily left to diſcover their 
own Folly. 

Their Propoſitions to avoid a Publick Mee- 
_ ting, were dated Octob.12, We return'd them 
y” G4 * 
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they have printed it, p. 


40) 


'an Anſwer dated the 13th. On the 14th they 
write us another, wherein they complain ti;us, 


Trſice a of anſwirins our F r8>0/als, 30:4 fend to 
HSy WV: tbeut tt T4. "the LE: iST NOTICE of 
O!457'S + 3 Þ; 4t WHO! ZELY WAV ING fo miich 


as the MENTION oof tr2ma, 


Ob[ery, To mn niſl the Falneſs of this Re- 
flection, 1 will dchre the R \cader bur to caſt his 
Eye on the very firſt Period of our Letter, as 
26. which begins thus, 
We RECETIV'D vour PR OPOSA! S dated 


Oftob, 12. which adit ef fo muco Delay, fot 


the tf roſccution of VIETR Ch; 008 againſt t; Hicks, 


AS We C47707 Je - [iiit OF 7705 will our Occaſions 


permit ſach « td 


#s Attrndence ; as alſo we a 
rot percetvcs that you inter d Fuſtic eagatnſt Th, 
Hicks iz your zew Propoſitions @ private Mec- 
tins not being anſwerable to 55 publick Inju- 
ries) however, there remains a Tey for tt, 
Judge now, Reader, whethnX this was not 
tak: ns "he leaſt norice if their Propaſt PB, but 
who ly wavins ſo much as the mentun of them ; 
whenas,in this ver y Letter,we tell them,we ye- 
ceived their Propoſals, andexcept againſt them 
in genera!, as roo dilzrory; in particular, as 
offering a private Meeting inftead of a pxb- 
lick; and yet they have the Confidence here 
ro tell us, that we cook er the leaft Notice of 


| them, but wholcly Waved Jo much as the men- 
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tion of them, Who could have believed 
rheſe men would kave dealt fo drffrownftHy, it 


they had not given it us vnder their own 
hands? (for the Letter is ſubicribed by The, 
Paul, Tho. Plant, Fir, Ives, Fe. Aforton) 
And fer. Ives, with no leſs Confidence, tnen 
if he had really believed it to be true, 4ffr- 
med the ſame thins over ail over at the laſt 
Meeting (v'Z,) Thet we rect No IVatice of 
their Propoſals, ner of thus [.citer whereii 
the Propoſa's wrre, pas.4.1,42%, What men, 
I ſay, not of Werthy Minds ( for that I ne- 
ver expetted w them) but of Common HHo- 
nſty among ,men, would deal thus baſely 


with their Adverſaries ! Surely, one would 


think, that a7 Habi of ſpeaking Falſly, had 
made them forger at all to ſpeak T rue. 

Their Animadverſions upon our Letter de- 
ſerve not much Conſideration ; therefore I 
will but curferily run ever them, and here 
and there touch ſome particular Paſſages. 

They fay, p. 35. Onr Denying the Lord's 
Chriſt will be proved, when we are free to ſub- 
Fir to an Orderly Aecetino, (And this is 
ſpoaken in Oppoſition to a Publick Meeting.) 

Obſeryv, But it Meetings are Diſorderly 
vecauſe Publick, then rhewſelves are guilty 
of having appointed the ir Diforderly Mee- 
FG | ting 
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ting at Barbican: They did not think that 
"Meeting at all 00 pablick, or diſorderly, to i 
 _  Tradnee, Slander and Rail againft us in; but 
[0 when we call them to an Account for their Im- 
' | preties, O then, Lre that be privare, cry they; 
| for Publick Meetings are Diſorderly. | 
But that they might caft the Rudeneſs of 
the Barbiean- Meeting upon the Qxdkers, 
they ſay, pag. 36. /Yas there not a deep Si. 
lence when any of them ſpake z whereas on the 
ether fide, if any were ſpeaking, what a Noſe ff 
aud Clamour was there ? | | 
Obſerv. Though this Inſinuation be malzc;- YN; 
o/ly deſigned, yet it is too weakly and ſhallow- i; 
4y laid to do us any harm ; for it is obſervable, [| 
that for all the deep Silence when the Quakers i 
ſpake, The, Plant's Relation of that Meet- I; 
ing gives but about Sixteen Lines in all of | 
what all the Quakers ſaid there ; and yet, || 
LN notwithſtanding the Noiſe and Clamour, that fi 
| he fayes, was made when any of the Baprifis f+ 
| ſpoak, he gives us zo leſs then Seven Pages of ſi 
one entire continued Diſcourſe made by The. | 
Hicks (who yet they ſay, had but a Weak Ft 
Voice) Surely, one would think their Ne- 
tary had long Ears, which he prickr vp at- I 
tentively when T. Hicks ſpake (elſe couldit F; 
hardly have bcen poſſible, from 2 Low FR f 
' EL LE oo FI) 


hat 
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out 


opuncually to have pen'd ſo lerge 4 Scrmor 
midſt ſo great Rudeneſs, Tumnlts, Noiſes, 
lameurs, Acclamatiens and Exclamations, as 

Plant fayes, were there made) but that he 
opt his Ears, or was fallen into a deep Sleep, 
zhen any of the Quakers ſpake, elſe queſti- 
neſs he might have pickt up above Srxreer 
Lines in ſo deep «Silence, as is ſaid to attend 
teir Speech, / 

Tho, Plant goes on, Pag. 35, Further, 
they are pleaſed ro ſay, They were Treache- 
ſly Betrayed into 4 Alultitudeywithout equal 
Place, If (fayes he) by Them, they mean 
ther that ſubſcribed the Letter now unaer Con- 
ſa:ration, then what they ſay, 1s manifely un- 
true; foraſmuCh 'as they had the beff Place in 
that 4feetimg, - 
| Obſerv, This is artificsally and colourably 
hoaken, "to beguile an wnwary Reader; but 
muſt not paſs ſo. Our Complaint conſiſt. 
ed of two parts ; one, That we were betrayed 
into 4 /dultitude; the other, That we bad 
not Equal Place and Fair Treatment (though 
this latter part he hath dropt, as being per- 
haps conſcious to himſelf, that we were net 
ity treated by them) He concludes the 
thole un1rue, and grounds his Concluſion .on 
fucha Reaſon, as, it it ſelf were true, could 


) Fjct at moſt exrend but toa parte, This Con- 


cluſien 


( 44.) 


ctuſtonT reje T, as faliacions ; for, \uppoling 


(pot gratis) what he fayes to be true, tha 


we had the beſt Place, yet it will not thence 
follow, that we were net betrayed into a Mul. 
tirude, before we poſſeſt that Place. Ifthere- 


fore it appear, that we were ſo Perrayd, then 


what he is pleaſed to call manifeſtly untrue, 
will (1 hepe ).be granted to be 1247rf-fly true, 
That we were indced fo Betrayed, and chat by 
Tho. Plant 5:-:ſelf, or whoſe ſolemn Word we | 


refyed, 1 offer this ſhort Account of that 
Tranſaction to the Reader's Confideration. 


A little before the Hour appointed for the | 
Mectins to begin, thoſe Friends of ours, who | 
were more particulazgly concerned in that | 


Day's Bufineis, were met together at George 
Wa:r's Houie, being as near the Meeting- 


Place as conveniently they could, and under- | 
Rtanding that the Throng in the Streets and 


Alleys was great, it was judged adviſable to 
ſend fome tothe Bapriſits (who were allo at a 
Friends Houle of theirs not far off ) to deſire 
them, That i74/much as the Aeeting- Place 
was their own, andeonfſequently the Command 
of the Doors in their Power, we mitht not be 
ſurprizcd by their ſudden opening of the Doors 
with@rt Warning, and thereby he expoſed to the 
Labour and Difficulty of Preſſing through the 


Croud io the Place which they afſirned for. ms, | 


Three 
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Three of our Frienis, namely, Villizre 
Mead, Fohn. ©fſgood and © beopin!us Gree 
went unto them with this i-izge, and delk 
vered &£ among divers 05 ten; Whereun- 
to Thomes Plant lamfſc!f teturned an Antwer 
to this purpoſe 5 Tel year Eragnds, 1 my ſelf 
wil come tothemys and w.ll orig them in at the - 


Back. Door of the Aeeting-Honſc, and wall 


| ſee them [eatca inthe Gallery that 15 appointed 
J jor cheruy, before the People are lectin, Upon 


this Promiſe of bis we relied, thinking that 
ina Matter of no greater Moment, we might 
have been ſecxre 1n T ho. Plant's Word ; But 
ir proved far otherw:je; for, before he gave us 
Notice, the Doors were ft oper, and the- 
People ler in; 1o that when we.came there, 
we found nat only the Gaffertes round about 
piled, but the. Room tt ſelf below {0 thronged, 
that we had much ado to preſs 7 1o far as the 
Bottom of thoſe Stairs that led up to the Gal- 
lery; and the Stairs themſielves were ſo be- 
ſet, that it was not without very great Diftz. 
culty (and ſome Danger) that we t length 
obtained the Place. 

Judge now ( Reader ) whether we were 
not Betrayed into a Aultitude ; and whether 
Thomas Plant, of all men, had any Reatoa 
£0 quarrel with us, for modeſtly and privately: 
COn- 


| i. £46) WF 
complaining of this Treachery,, when he him: 
{clf was the man by whom we were Betray.! 
ed, EEE, Tons 
. Now as to the ſecond part of our Com-J 
plaiat,which concerns Equal Place,&c: that is 
alſo true:For befide theirGallery(which ſeem. 
ed mnch larger then that which was aſſigned 
for us) they had a ſpaciows Pulpit alſo (.apa- 
ble of receiving Three of their Speakers at: 
a. time } from whence their Voices might 
much better reach the Auditory, and where i 
they Rood unaiftuybed (till their Fear of its 
falling made them flye our of it) and ſecured: 
from the Crondings and Preſſings of others: 
Whereas the Gallery allotted us, was a very : 
Straight and Narrow Place,” ſcarce capable 
(1 judge) of receiving Twenty Perſons: ! 
though extreamly thronged, and as it were, 
weadnes rrether.  : _ | 
Again, pag. 36, Tho, Plant goes on thus, 
But they adventure un11:ft tooy wn declining the | 
Snbjeft to be proved. Herem (ayes he) they I. 
Err , for whatever of Fault there was of this | 
kindzit moſt properly reflefts on themſelves ; for | 
we world have kept toity but they declin aut, |} 
_ Obſerv. In this (Read:r). we are greatly | 
abuſed, which that 1 mayfully demonſtrate... 
I beg thy Patience, if hereupon I a little | 
«late my Diſcourſe, becauſe the true ſemi | 
ane | 
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and right ffeting of this Particulay will co;: - 
duce much.to the Diſcovery of their Shuff- 
ing, and nnfair Dealing with ws, in the Man- - 

agement of this Controverlie ; this __ 
'{ indeed the very Hinge whereon they play an 
turn, and whereby they have endeavoured to. 
turn us off, ahd divert us from purſuing ow 
Charge of FORGERY acainſt their Brother 
Hicks. | 
Tho, Hicks writ a Book under the Title of 
A Dialogue ; in which he repreſents two. 
Perſons diſcourſing together, to one of which” 
he giver the Name Chriſtian, to the other 
the Name Quaker : In this Dialogue he ſayes,. 
is faithfully repreſented ſore of the Chief and 
AMoft Concerning Opinions of the Quakers ; 
tovethers with their Method and AIanner of 
Reaſenins in Defence thereof : and this was not 
{ faid to be compoſed oft written, but only pub-. 
| #jh: by T. H, By which Art:fice the uzwar y 
Reader was to be beguiled (and many were} 
into a. Perſwaſion, that this Dialogue was 
' (nor a meer Fiction of T, Z's own deviſing, 
but) areal andtrue Diſcourſe, that had a4u- 
ally paſſtd between two ſuch Perſons, mm the 
bearing of T. H. and that what they had 7eal- 
| 5 /poaken he had only publiſhed, And indeed, 
"{ what Reader, that did not well_weigh the 
| Zrconſiſtercy. of the Anſwers to the m—_ 
of 


Lo (48) 
of the Per/ſoz, . but might eaſily have been 
arcerved by ſuch x 1tratagem, T, H, finding 
that this took with ſame, ſhortly after emus 
a. ſecond of the ſame 1mport : Both theſe were 
an{wered by #:/147: Penn, ina Book called, 
Reaſon anainft Kailinr; and T homas Hicks 
therein deceited of Forgery, Perverſion, Ly: 
zng, Slanderize, &c., He (as one of thoſe 
whom the Apuitle faid, would wax worſe and 
worſe, 2 Tim.3.13,) adds to his former Two 
a Third, wherein he attempts to juſtifie his 
former (for Scelere velindum eſt joel, laid 
the T 74744;an of old) This alſo was an{wer- 
ed by W:ll;am Penn in anotaer Book, called, 
The Counterfers Chriſtian Detected , where- 
in T, Hs former For2cri:s and: Perverſions 
were fixt a little faſter on him, and divers 
of Ifis zew ozes added: In this Book an Ap. 
peal was made-to the Papiifts for Fuſtice a- | 
gainſt T, H. and-it was expreſt parricalar'y 
under thoſe two. Heads of Forgery and Pcr- 
wverſrozs;, the words are tnefe, pag.28. With 
you. the People cilled Anabapriſts, I lrave this 
Sett:on (which 1s. the Sectien ot .Forgery) 
Right ts, Right your ſelves; Right. our £r0- 
fe eſjton of ſuch an Vrfair Adverſary, and your 
ſelyes of ſa ſcandalous an Advocate, Then 
again, in pag. 49.::Tims have I finiſhed my 
Obſervations on:hts Perverfions, leauing then 


alſo 


| * : TR? — 
alſa with the People called Anabaptifts, upor: 
ivhom 1 cannot Chuſe but frequently call for 
Fuſtice againſt thu their VUnjuſt Member, 
Upon this Appeal, the Baptiſts rakes au Op- 
pertznity to call 7, Hicks to an Account (as 
they ſay) thofe Friends of urs who were moſf 
immediately concers'd being abſent. They pro- 
cure a Meeting as prvlick, as they could :; There 
T.Hiuks 18 ſet forth to Trad: R eproach and 
A7ijrepreſent ns to the People, which dene 
the Baptiſts acquic him. We complain of this 
149fatr and unjuſt Proceeding, demand a Pub-, 
lick Meeting, where we alſo may be preſent to 
exhibit and make good OKY Charge of For- 
gery, EC, againſt 17, Hicks, Weare long ae- 
layd; at length wh Diffiealty prevail, We 
meet; our Charge 15 read, the firſt Article 
whereof is this, 4 Dialogue between a Chriſffi- 
41 41nd 4 Quaker [. yer made by T. Hicks } 
viz. wherein (faith he) w» faithfully repreſented 
ſome of the chief and moſt concernzug Opinions / 
of the Quakers, rogether with their Method 
and Manner of Reaſening in Defeycs thereof ; 
publiſet for eommen Benefit, | 
In this Article we charge Tho. Hicks with 
Forgery : 1. In calling that a Dialogue, which 
is n0t 4 real Dialognebut a Fiction of his own 
deviſing 2. In cef:ng that 4 Quaker, which 
% not a Quaker. 3, Iycalling that @ Chriſtian, 
D ' which 
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which uw not a Chriitian, 4. 1n affirming that 
ſome of the chief and moft COncermms Opintons | 
of theQuakers,t ocether with iheir Atetbod and 


AAanney of Frajoning in Defence thereof 15, 


faibfully repreſentea,whenas ihey are moſt falſly 


and abuſively repreſented, This pixches them 


hard, perplcxcs them much,and they mult ſeek 
about ior iome Menſe is eſeape rhrough, elſe 
here they are lure to ve £477 he; for all the 4re 


and Strength they have, can wewr deferd this 


Poſition. Firſt then titey trifle 4 while about the 
Naturc of a Dialyzzue , but finding 70 Safety 
for tiiem there, they betake themſelves to an- 


other Refuze : For, ſfayes T. Hiuks in his long | 


Anſver, p. 18. /f it be, that ] bave eppoſed the 


Chriſtian to the Quaker, CT. #F SUPPOSE. 


'rrs this they account meſt Criminal , Well, but 
admit T, ticks had forgor the Maxim, That 
Suppoſition proves notizg , yet, What Reafon 
can be offer'd wliy he ſhould ifift oz this Sup- 
poſirio: (much leſs, why we ſhould be conelud:s 
* by it) witen we plainly tell him, be is under a 
Aiſtaks,and his Suppoſitton ts falſe : for though 
his naming a 24k: in Oppoſition to a Chrs- 
ſtian, be a ſufficient Indication of his malicious 


Alind;vertwe tell him,we do not account that 


bis rreateſf Crime, inaſmuch as we know, that 
neither the Chr:/#:a7 nor the Quaker whom he 


bath oppos'd,are Realst:es,but Phantaſms of his | 
own 


| (57) 
own Imagination, But this we cell him, is that 
which we account woff Crimizal, viz. his 
For" evies, 1 err: fuons, Lys, Stud, ri, &C. by 
which! 1c nath 267 Ji & a Qld ny EMI 1197 eſtiy 7: He | 
rep efcated wr Faith and Prixciples to the 
Weorid. 

But ſay they, This Opp:ſiug rhe Chriſtian ro 
the Quaker, 4s the fuxjÞ ria. cle of your Charoe. 
So faith F Ives intiie Relation of the laſt Mee- 
ung frequer, tly.and in pag eg 9. c/pt c:ally,yhere 
T. #/a; al aſſerts the fame, and takes upon 
him thus to prove it; T#:s (faith he) 0c4:g the 
firſt Artie! '- of his Charge, for s not this the firſt 
Articic of his Charge, &C? i:s /'0t tn:s (by 
the way Yearnedly argica ? Howevergit was 4s 
learacaly —_ 'd; for be makes the People 
cry, Yes, Tes: not cor uidering the Perplexity 
he puts his Reader 1 into, to bethi 1nK, how the 
People faould come;to know ity, WNCRAS te Bap- 
tiſts 16:1d nor ſuffer it to be ready as them- 
ſolves Con; els, pag, 62, 7l, 

But : " deny that ris 75: we firſt Article of 
the Cha re, Vo now J judicious Reader, 
ought to bave the Eximimaruny the Exyia- 
HATLC the S! ALLH the Op. ;, L116 of Our Clarges 
we that made t, orke and they aganſt win 
:t wis made? One would think, in Reaſon 
they might give us Leave to be ſo far Maſters 
of our own Ci; 76ASTO 2 74 5n what part of it 
wepleaſe,& to lay the St refs where we ſee goed. 
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But, 5f :hey will not be ( as indecd we (ſeldond' 
find they are) ruled by Reaſon, let us yet fee if 
they will ftand te therr ewn Agreement, aCCor- 

ding as they themlelves have ſet it down, pag. 
11, of their Relation, Inthe ſecond Provifo 
it is thus expreſt, That upon OUR Exemina- 

tiow of cach Particular T Hicks be permiuted te 
give bs dirctt Anſwer,ee, This they ackuow- 
ledge they conſented to, pag. 13. Judge now, 
indiffereur Reader, whethcr by their own A- 
greement ( as well as in Reaſon & Juſtice) it 
did not beloys ro us 10 determine what the firſt 
Article of the Charge was, and where the 
Strefs of it ſhould ly. 

Thus far, Rcader, I have ravelled back- 
ward, to help thce to a right Underſtanding 
what was the Ground and Occaſion of our Ap- 
pealing to the Bapriffs for Fuſtice, what the 
prime [tention (at leaft on our parts) of thoſe 
publick 27cc:ngs5 between them and us, and 
what was indecd end in Truth che propper Sub- 
je&+ to have been there debated and Raftoviz. 
Forgery, Lying 4nd falſe The * Forgerves, Per- 
Quotations they themſelvs ver ſions, Lyesy Slan- 
in pag 4 of T. P:ant's Re d:rs, Ge which had 
Istion do acknowy "edge to been Written aid pub - 
te that which be complan'd liſhe by T. Hicks to 


of, that which we appeal'd TE. 
89 the Baptilts __ and Aefeme olur Pranciples, 


that Thich tbey appointed Pratihcoes 
their Meccting to bear and examine. 


(53) 
Praftices and Perſons, Now, that thou may' 
be fully ſatisfied that it was They declined this 


Subje&, not We, I refer thee to their own. 


Relation, pag. 493 56, 60. &c, which abun- 
dantly prove it againſt them ; but eſpecially 
choſe words of F. Ives in the Poſtſcript,p.110. 
It « obſervable (faith he)that moſt of the Time 


ſpent in the two DazesConference was,to prevail 


upon them to hear our Arguments,to proves they 
were no Chriſtians. &- that their Aliniſters were 
Chears and Impeſtors ( which was not the Sub- 
ze to beproved) This is fo clear an Evi- 
dence ag4:22/t there, and for 1, that we could 
aot have wifht a clearer, to manifeſt how 7:- 
duſtrion ſly they deehined the Subjeft,how cleſe- 
ly we adbrr'd toit, and how hardly we were 
draws from it, 

I ſhould now have done with this Particu- 
lar, but for a Paffage or two relating to it, 
which TI am not willing wholely to pretermit, 
nor can fo properly ſpeak to in any other 
place, The firf is inp. 70. of their Relation, 
where 7, Plan deth withſo high 4 Confidence 
maintain a »94vifs5þ Falſhood, that it makes me 
fear, the man ({ «5 well as his Cauſe ) is grown 
Deſperate, The Occafion of his Speech was 
this, , Penn reſt hard to come to the Proof 
of our Charge of Forgery; whereupon T. 
Plant anſwer'd hin thus, Do mot thus abuſe the 
D 3 
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Azuditery; for Twill ſhaw you here out of your 

own Book , that the fr rſt C' omplaint againſt T. 
Hicks 5 for this thi ng; VIZ. for writing 4 Dia- 
legne, and oppoſing the Quaker to a Chriftian, 
a::d therefore ao not fiudy Evaſiens ; ut is not 
oly, becauſe nrider the Dialogue is conchcd 
Forgery(Onh! Is there ſo? how then dareye 
prorett, 21m in it ?. Why ſtudy ye theſe Shifts 
- Evaſions to ſþ:{tc; him from a juſ# Stroke?) 
Þ:1t alſo, becauſe - he eppoſeth a Chriſtian r0 a 
PART and th:irefore yon call it enc of his 
ſenrrilos Invttines, thit T, Hicks fhould be 
the Man ef il othir, 1 roar ſhoild reks upon him 
to un-Chriftian you 4 w.36 15 %0t only (as you ſay) 
UVnuſt is ans IT vitt exceſſi vely [mp!ttcr d a> 
gamſt Joits a; 14 that leads the Rai of the Charge 
(+ 1Z, )for writin: a Dealooue between a Chrifti- 
an ana a In aker, art 1 yeur Treat Complaint a- 
gainſ} Ticks 15,jor 1hat he op; ofcth a Chriſt:- 
- to a Quaker, This ts the firſt, both in your 
Book z and the Charge exhz i & him 


ESC, 
Now, Rexacr, | dere thee to obſerve;that 


T. P. doth here poſirzvely affirm, that CY H's 


Oppoſing the Quaker to the Chriltian,is the fir ff 
Complanmt #7 W. Penn's Book avair[} T, Hicks, 
That this is moſt notoriouſly falte,] refer thee, 
Reader, to that very Book of &, Penn's,call'd, 


Reaſon ac ainſi VEE where in peg. 1 70. 
nou 


thou ſhalt find tho: 9 which T. Plant 
hath refer'd to, viz. Scurrilous Invectives, ex- 
ceſſively imbitter dc. (though he hath baſely 
mfreported them to ſerve his Deſign) and then 
turn back to p.143. thou ſhalt find T, #ics's 
Perverſions complain'd of, Then p. 154+. 4 
Coleftion of his great Lyes. And 1n p. 158. 
Hss Forgeries deteGfed, $0 that the Complaint 
ag amft T,Hicks's Perverſions is no leſs then 27 
pages before thoſe {currilous Inuvettives men- 
tion'd by T,Plant, where he fayes, che Quaker 
35 oppoſed :o the Chriſtian ; and yet the man 1s 
ſo paſt all Shame,as to affirm (and tnat.too pub- 
lickly im Print):hat chis Ippeſine rhe Quaker ts 
the Chriſtian :s the firſt Complatit th! Book, 
Oh.! what is not that Man lyable to, who hath 
proſtituted his Conſcience and Underſtanding 
to his Intercit, | 
The next thing, Read:r, that T world brief- 
ly touch is this, Th= Appeal! made to them, re- 
Lared only to matter of Fa#t, This they them- 
elves confeſs in their Letter to F.,9/7008, dated 
23. Aug, 174, and printed in a 5ook of 


theirs, cail'd, Tc Ouake:s Appeal anſner'd , 


Epiſt, pag. 7. Their words aretheie : How- 
ever, ſince the Matter depending vefore 1, 1s 
ONLY matter of Fatt, 41d NOT of Diſputcy 
ce, This I hopegis plain enough. But whenzup- 
on our meeting them at Barbican, they found 
; D 4 | themſelves 


"4 

Themſelves «able Cs arfend matter af Fa, 
(though before they had publickly approv's! 
z, and jaſtified T, Hicks therein , which they 
not only tell the World in the ;Zpi#/e before 
mention'd, but alſo confeſs as much in a Ler- 
zey prefixt to T,, Plent's Relation, pag. 4 
where they ſay, Ie are fully ſatisfied, that 17 

This leaves room enough ak theſe = PA! crzal 
to count all his ether For- T7 hints ther inſiſted 
geries and Wrengs (couch'd wpor, TT. H. bas done 
under the Dialogue) Imma- ythem no #%r07 0: then 
xcr1al or imall things. I ay, in their Lettcy 
of the 14th Ofecb. in Anſwer to ours concer- 
ning another Meering, they expreſs them- 
ſelves thus, p.29.MWe gave you 4 ſufficient Proof, 
and are ready to evidence it to all men, of onr 
Forwardneſs to procecd in the jul Examination, 
and Tryal of whatſoever you bave chary'd on T. 
H. bout the prarter coi.tain'd in hs Dialogues; 
414 there withal as cxatt Tryai & Diſquiſition 
of your Tenets, whether gonſiſtert with the true 
Chriſtian Relig 107, or not. I might very well 
ask them, Zy what Authority they would tak? 
this up» them? and why we may net, with 2s 
good Reaſon, examine ara fry theirs * Put 
my Aim 1s more particularly here to ſhew, 
That finding therſelvs pincht,and hard beſet to 
defeyd T.H. (and themſelves as his Abettors) 
in matter of Fab (which themſelves confeſs, 

. | Was 
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was the ON LYthing depending before them) 
they deſignedly and cr«ftily interweave and 
twilh in Matters of Diſpute ( which they alſo 


confeſs, did NOT depend before them) thar | 


thereby, if it were poſſible, they might :wiff 
themſelves out of theſe Perplexities , wherein 
they found themſelves entangled, about mat- 
nz > ___-. | 

I come now to make ſome few Obſerwar- 
2195 on their Relation of the 2d Meeting, 


wherein though I find -:4ny things falſe, and” 


ny things frrvolows; yetl think it not worth 
cither my own or my Reader's While,to take 
notice of every Impertinency and triffliag Con- 
cert, wherewith they have endeavour'd to 
varniſh over their Kelarien : Some few Paſ- 
|ages however, of thoſe that ſeem moſt mate- 
rial, 1 will give the Reader a ſhort view of, by 
which he may takes a'mesſurs of the 1eſt, AndlI 
will begin with F. Ives's Definition of a Chrt- 
jtian, pag 58, His words aretnele : 

All men that ſeriouſly believe 1# the Lord 


Chriſt, that was crutifica for the Sins of 


men, and u now aſcended into Glory ; They 


that believe this, and conform to his . Laws, © 


where ever they (ive; we ſay, they are goed 
Chriſtians, whe: ſocver Alrzmes or Appe Nations 


are given tothem in this unhappy Age we live 


it, 


(58S) 
Obſerv. This Defnition of a Chriftian hath 
two parts: The one contains cerratn Arr icles 
rs be belicy'd; tne other, A Conformity to 
Chriſt's Laws. By the firſt, Te Pope ;:<y be 
4s good a Chiiſtian 4s Jeremay hrmjelj , for 
ought I ſee; for he believes 4s much concer- 
ning the Lord Criſt, as Jeremy here expreſ- 
ſeth: And it by tie ſecond, viz, Cqaiermuy 
eo Chriſt's Laws, he reſpect the danner of 
Conforming, as well as the 7ſarter to be con- 
form'd to,thenFeremy plainly equivecars,while 
he ſeems to adm others to be Chriftians be- 
ſides the Arabaptift:; for no other People 
agree with tnem in the Manner of Conformi- 
ty, nor they indeed one with another ; So that 
then, not only «ll others are excluded from 
any Share in Chriſtianity but even themſelves 
roo. But if on the other hand he reſpect the 


_ Hatter conferm'd to, and not the Mſarnner of 


Conferming, the Papr/ts then will be his coed 
Chriſtians ill ; fitirthey emit nothing which 
even he accounts Duty, but perform it ina 


different Mode, 


He goes on, p. 61. thus : If T. Hicks or / 


can prove, that you are no Chriſtians, —rþcn is 


\ there very ood Reaſon to believe that your Pro- 


Teſſeng Religion ang Chriſtianity, and owning 


.zhe Scriptures, is aft but out of ſiniſter Ends, 
and all.your Sufferinss are idle and vain ; and 


this 
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this may be the Reaſ = why you deny 4 future 
State ; for all theſe are the Conſequences of this 
antceedent Propoſition, that you are no Chrilti- 
ans. | 

Obſerv, Two things I obſerve here : A foul 
In ſinuation ; Ard 4 jalſe C onciuſton, The In- 
ſinuation is, That we deriy a future State. This, 
Jeremy, / charge upon thee as a Notorious 


Falſhood and malicious Slander ;, and T put 


thee upor the Preof th:reef, acquit thy ſelf as 
thou can{t. 

The Concluſion is, That, 1f T.Hicks or F. 
[ves can prove, that we are no Chriſtians, then 
there ts very good Reatnn to believe that our 
profeſſing Religion and Chriſtianity, and own- 
ing the SCriptures, 1s ail but out of ſinifter 
Ends, GC. This is falſe Logick , Jeremy? 
Thy Concluſion is /zc5-::{i;five 5 thy Confes 
quence, a Nor ſequitur, Itit were poſſivle for 


T.H.or thee, to prove us no Chr:#;ans(which. 


all the Subtilty of the Serpent caiz never do) 
yet would it et thence follow, T ha#our pro- 
felling Religion and Chriſ#canty, and owning 
the Scriptures , *s all but out of ſiniſter Ends, 


There is no Good Reaſon, much lels Charity, 


ſo to believe. How many at this Day do ze4- 
louſly profeſs Religion and Chrifftianiry, and 


own the Scriptures, and that teo withour any 


ſiniſter Ends, who yet («14s ! ) are far enough 
| from 


(.60 ) 
from being true Chriftians ! What finifter 
Ends had thoſe ignorant Atheniars, who wor- 
ſhipped the Unknown God, yet were no true 
Worſhippers? But if all theſe be the Conſe- 
quences of this Antecedent ( as thou fay'ft) 
then ſurely thy Brother Hicks hath ſer the 


Cart before the Horſe (a3 the Proverb is) for | 
he makes that the Adritecedent, which theu | 


maakeft the Conſequence ; and that the Cor/e- 


quent, which thou makeſt the Axrecedenr. I | 
hope you'l ſee that one of you at leaſt, is be- | 


fide the Vark (thongh I ſer you are both) and 


endeavonr to underſÞend your ſelves, before 


F 


you fall upon otkers. 


Had Feremy Jookt but a few Lines lower, | 
he might have ſeen himſelf confuting an Ar- 


gument, 4s {ke this as may be. They make 
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I. P te ſay,] wif prove the Book, fittit ions, and | 


if I ds ſo, then you are no Chriſtians ; and conſe. 
quently, We are Chriſtians, Feremy frat re- 
plies, That's falſe Lovick ; for that Book, may 
be f.ctitifigs , and yet you may be no Chriſtians 
for all that, Tis falſe Logick indecd ( 4149's 
falſe. Relation tre; for W. Penn neverlo ar- 
Sued ) but yet it 15 4s gecd Legick as that 
which Feremy offer 'd but now, Would one 
not wonder his Wits ſhould be ſo quick and 
acute all on a ſudden, which were ſo obtuſe 
and dull but juft before ! 
pi 


| (62) | 
inp.88. 7.?lant inſerts a Marginal Note, 
wherein his Ignorance is worth our noting. 
Mark, Readcrjayes he, here G.K, gives away 
the Cauſe ; for he ſairh, W.P, dvth 7:6t impoſe 
it pon ethers, nor hath a Call from the Lord ts 
impoſe it upen others, or requare athers to belicye | 
that be 15 a Chriſtian, 41d hath immediate In- 


I [piratizn, &c. Surely (adds he ) 3f this be true 


a is no Crime for Mr, Ives to ſay,he is no Chti- 
ſtianz, QC. | ; 

Ob ſerv, It ſeems then (in T.Planr's Senſe) 
if a Man profeſs kimſeilf a Chriffian, and doth” 


Þ wor irmpeſe the Belief rhereof upon others, not 


hath a Call from the Lord to require others ts 
velzeve that he is a Chriſtian, he gives away bis 
Carſc, and it 1s 0 Crime to fay he is no Chri- 
tian : What thinkſl thou, Reader, rs or this 


J 5: arguing? Mayl take the Liberty to form 


fvch an Argument as this of T. Plant again't 
T. Plast himſelf, after this Manner? Jf T. 
Plant doth not impoſe pon ethers, ner hath 8 
Command from the Lord to require others to he- 
lreve that he is a Chriſtian , then it 55 no Crime 


for me to ſay, that T. Plant 7s no Chriſtian -- 


But T. Plant deth rot zmpeſs updn #thers, #07 
nath a Command from the Lord to require others 
's velicve that he is a Chriſtian z Therefore it 
's no Crime for me to ſay that T. Plant is ns 
Cnriftian, How will T.Plantrelrfh this? will 
hs 
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he fit down now conter:rcdly under his owr 
Conſequence ? If not, let him thank him- 
ſelf for giving the Occalion for it, and learn to 
deal worc diſcreetly aud noneſtly with his Ag- 
ver'aries hereafter, 

But he goes ON , And may not ſuch 101/08 
be rijetted as idle [mpoſtors , ant of their own | 
ZAouths ? For (1 delire thee Reader, to mark i 
kis Argument well} :f he hath no Call from the | 
Lord, torequire 2ſcn to- believe he 13s a Chri- | 
ftian, as G. KR, jauth; then ſurely he hath no 
Call from the Lord to require Mei to believe het 
is a Miniſter of Chriſt: But GK. ſaith, WP. 
bath no Call from the Lord 10 require Aden to | 
believe he 35 a Chriſtian 3 Ergo, :r followerh he | 

hath no Callfrom the Lord to require any tobe- 
lieve heis a Ainiftir, andtherifore without Sin | 
may be rejebtea as an tale Tmpuſtor, 

Ob/ſ. Here is Ergo upon Ergo,Cont-quence .| 
poxConiequence,Conclufion #po;Conciulian | 
( falſe Heraldry) Surely, ths Logick 25 worth | 
looking wto, Ergo, i follows he hath no Call 

frem the Lord, torequire any to belicve he is a 

MirifterCwhat then!) Ard therefore [ that is, 

becauſe he hath no. Call from the Lord to re- 

quire any to believe heis a Miniſter ; Th: #:- 
fore ] without Sin he may be reje(tcd as an idle 

Jmpoffor : May he ſo ? what ſayes Feremy to. 

this? Is not this falſe Looick? (for Tdoubi 

| T. Plan 
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. T.Plant is fo Jouns a Legion, that he does . 


not yet kyow falſc from true) But conſider 
Reader, how nimbly might T.Plant, at this 
rare of arguing, have conchided againſt any 
of the Holy Apoftles, and have rad them 
&/ as idle Impoſtors ? For which of them all 
atd take KP073 11474 T9 191pofe UPON hisOppoicrs, 
or require {::ch to believe. that he was a Mi- 
niſter of Chriſt; bt commended themielves 
to everyMan'sConſfcicnce in the Sight of God- 
But I would not in{ift too long on this Weak- 


neſs ; I will therefore i2vert T7, Planr's Argu-. 


MENT 2/007! tem If 416 mis ewn Part Y5 and that 
not as my own Judgmetit, but Argumentumn 
ad bom-ncm only, whereby both he and they 
may fee, how zz: j4:»!y they have dealt wit us, 


Take it thus, If the Baptiſt-Teachers 11 Cents 


Y.4l haye ito Call from the f ord ſ9 require erhers 


1? Pelteus that they 778 Atinfters of Chrifs,then 


the Baptiit- Teachers in ocueral may without 
S772 be rejethed as idle Tmpoſtors * But the Bap- 
riſt-T caters in general have ro Call from the 
Lord 18 require ethers to believe that they ave 


Aturiſters of Chriſt; Tharefore ihe Baptiſt- | 


Teachers in gencral may without Sin ve reje- 
Fed as Tale Impoſters, I this Concluſion ſeem 
ever hard to any ofthe Bapriffs,let them con- 
ader, that the Argument is z0: zvine, vat for- 


-me#l for Miſchief by one of their ow, and that . 


b] 


- 
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I have only crned back the Point of it upon 
thenaſelves : If therefore hey are wownded by 


their own Weapen, let them not blame me,bu* 
remember that of the Poet. 
Nec lex eſÞ juſtior uſa, 

| Quannecis Artifices arte perire ſus. 
WhichI will adventure thus to En21!fh : 

Nor can a juſter Law then this be made, 

That the Betrayerbe himielf betray'd ; 
And they that for their Neighbors lay a {#-arc 
Be taken in the Gin themſelves prepare. 

His next Paſſage affords another Note, and 
that denotes his wororiow Folly; It is made 
upon the Maxim, De non appareutibiy & #0! 
exiftentibins eadermaſt ratio, wiich G, K, de- 
nycd to hold rue in af Caſcs, and illuftrared 
his Exception by an Example; whereupon 
T, Plant in his Note ſayes, But it meght jur- 
ther be anſwered, that the Maxim is true mm all 
Caſes in matter of Eviderst, abons which the 
AMaxim in Law is uſed; for it doth not Apps ai 
who had the bift, the French or the Dutch ; 
therefore, it « not evident, {| O profound Ignc- 


rance! as much as if he had ſaid, 1r doth ne: 


appears. therefore it doth nat appear | In like 
manner (fayes he) it eppears ne: thas you have 
4 Rule for your Faith and Pratbice by Injpi- 
ration, therefore 11 55s net ; that is, it 1s not 
evidenced But prithee Reader, haſt thou c-. 
ver 
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ver ti} now learnt a Diſtintion betweer,'t ap- 
2475 noryG2 t 15 net evidenc'd? Let us then read 

him in piain Eg: thus, It appears not that yer 

have a Kule fer your Fatth and Frattice by 

Inſpiration, therefore it is 20t 5, that w, it ap- 

prars not, It teems then by this he doth not 

_ conclude that we have Vo &K:le, but cnly that 

our Rule doth ze: appear ; for when ke {ayes, 

itis not, he means only, 1t is not evidenced ; 
that 15,1t appears not: $0 that 475 dorts not ar «hl 
eppugn onr having 4 Rule; though it abun- 
dantly diſcovers the Weakneſs of him that 
writ it; who bufily undertaking to explain 
the Maxim, that which appears net, ts wot, hath 
at length moſt r:arczloufly brought it to this 
ifue, that the Meaning of it is, has which 
appear's I not ; for he makes the 

Compariion or Parallel to lic berween not ap- 

peartngy and not beino evidenced (which are 

Terms importing the ſame thing) whereas in- 

geed it ought to lie berweer not appearing. and 

not exiftins er buenos at all, And1in this {enſe 

itis G. &. denyes the Maxima to hold 1:4- 

ver / ity true : But enough of t::is. 

In pag. 92, F. Ives asks this Queſtion) 

How canany bing be a Rile for a Chriſtian's 
Faith and Practice, that # evident- ug #10 Boay 

but oaly to him that ſaith ſo * ? 

O0:ſerv, This > rm is grounded upon a 
Adobe 
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Atitaks at beſt, ſuppoſing us to affirm, that 
the Rule of every Individual Perſon is evis 
dent to that .individual Perſon only ; which 
Sruppoſition is falſe : for we affirm, That the 
Rule of our Faith and PraGice :s eviacrt to 
every one, who hath received and lives by the 
ſame holy Faith, which we have received and 
live by. But the Queſtion rightly ſtated is 
this, Whether every Chriftian' is bound (under 
the Penalty of Forfetting his Chriſtianity, aud | 
of being reputed an Heathen, Cheat, Impo- 
ſtor) to give an Evidence ( ſuch as no Impo- 
(tor can imitate) -of the Rule of bis Faith to 
thoſe who are Strangers to his Faith, or profeſs 
Enemies of it ? This Queſtion reaches the 
Caſe; and 7 prt «t cloſely ro Jer. Ives, Tho, 
Plant, and all the reſ# of thim, to anſwer 
plainly and fully ; which if they ſhalldo in 
the Affirmative, 1 expect their Proof. 

After all the Bu/le that F. [ves hath madcy 
and all his !oud Clamonrs againſt us, for an 
Inſtance, an Inſtance, an Evidence, an E- 
vidence, whereby we might prove we 
have a Rule for our Faith and Practice, 
and conſequently that we are Chriſtians, 

He now tells us, pag. 101, That the De- 
17H of bis Aroumcr't wes not to prove, that men 
could not be Chriſtians without extraordinary 
external Ewidence, 

Obſert, 


£ 
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Obſerv, What a Noijo and Stir has he 
made all this while to prove, that he that -.212- 
not give an Extraordinary Extcriial Evidence 
( ſuch too asno [mpoſtor can imitate ) i No 
Chriſtian! And yet he now plainly grants, 
that men may be Chriitians without any Exira- 
erdinary External Evidence, _ Thus; l:ike A 
DRUNKEN MAN, he REELS to ard 
fro, in and out, up and down, one while affir- 
ming one thin, another whiie qrite the won- 
rrary. 

And indeed, he that will take the Pains to 
rrace Feremy but throftgh that very Relation, 
which ehemſelves have publiſhed, will find 
him frequently rrippeng 12 his Tak , his Dil- 
courie C ontraditigry and Inconſiſrcat with 1t 
ieif; his Anſwers nrerfering and thwartins 
oe awother : for inſtance, pag, 49, Fcremy 
fayes, We ſay it again, that his firſt Charge 
5 for writing 4 Dialogue, and Oppoſing « Chnt- 
iftian 70 a Quaker ; ard his firſt Charge 15 
NOT for Forgery.: So pag. 56. 17.7, iayes 
The firft Article 3s for Forcery , ]. Ives fayes, 
Itis NOT; but for writino 4 Dialogue, and: 
Opprſrag the Quaker ro the Chriſtian « Again, 
pag, 60, W, P. offers to prove T, H*cks 4 
Forver; Ives anſwers, This is NO PART 
of your Charge, In theſe three Inſtances Fe- 
roy ftontly and boldly affirms, that Forgery 1s 

E 2 NO 
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NO PART of the Charge ;, but that the fir /? 
Charge ts for Oppoſing Quaker :0 4 Chriſtian, 
ard NOT for Forgery, Let us now fce 
what he ſayes, pag. 68. his words are theſe : 
1 jay, this is ONE PART or prece of the 
FORGERY rhat they accuſe him of, to ſup- 
poſe ard ſu eft that the Quakers are 1o Chri- 
ſtians. Here he has evertur:;:'d all he faid be- 
fore. Now khe;confefſes Forgery is not only in 
the Charge, but 12 the firſt Arizcie roo, Thus, 
Reader, thou haſt heard bim /«y, and /ay, 
and [ay 22:i1; andpreſently after. unſay i «ll 
Now tho:: ſhalt hear him unſay this too, and 
return to his fermer Nete again ; ; pas. 71, A 
Stranger preſt that we might have Liberty to 
prove our Ciaar, ceof Forgery; Fer, Ives takes 
him up tus, Forgery, Sir, cs NOT wu 
firſt Ariucir, as you bave heard oijte and arain. 

fudge now, Reader, whether this man et- 

ther C07 TH bl FOINEFIO: FS, Knacrſte nas Or rc- 

Car As 3 11.11 He fayes, who f{o pi lpably and jr f- 
ques, ily C6;:!ragcts wamfelf, 

Nor d<t'1 this befal him in the more /oo/e 
pert of his Dilcourie only, but 1n the ws 
menative jt allo,which ſtrictly to examine, 
and particiarly roinkiſt on, might of it ſelf 
fill a larger ? "ccatiſs then I de pn this to be; 
io f ſc arc Jeretay! D ntuarenes, lo lane and 


unconcludy:: bs Concluſions : One while he 
alters 
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alters the State of the Qui ftisn > anotoecr 
w hile he CHAUTES the Terms of his Ar Tr me 'i by 
Sometimes what is pradicred 77 bs firſt 1 -0- 
poſition, 15 either wizeicly o7nif ir, Or other ite 
repeated in his ferond. Of his enou gh : nay 
be ſeen in Pay. $7,585. Where HSC 208 
previcaredis, CAN (It W.?, hath any F.le, 
&c. he CA ” cive lome -Fvidence, 5, 
By ani by an Occaſion is taken 9 rep. 25 hs 
Arsument, and then from CAN 'ris 7 AR 
OUS HT; anon OUGHT #5 Joes ##7:4:, and 
MUST # ihruft in 19 1h /* 7.00798 of. On- while 
the her gu ney runs thus: It ir; P, hath any 
immediate In{piration, &c. then ac hath /ome- 
thing by which he Can evidence to nimſelt 
AND to ns, &c, and then the Af #mp!20/2 48 
thus ; But he hath nothing by which he can 
ry 6p this to himſelf NOR to us. Here 
nitead of the Caarive AND] they have 
y: at in the Dis inntive i NORT which not ON 
ly marrs the Argument ; . but renders feremy's 
Bufineſs harder, wilzn was but foo hard for 
him befor e : for by the Af:or of this Argu- 
ment,he undertakes to prove, tat iV.P, hath 
nothing by which he can evideiice to ZLTE elf that. 
ze 18 70 Impeſtor, &c, But I doubt in this par- 
ticutar;the Zaptifls have dealt hard:y with their 
Champion, to rvolve him in ſach an ;nexrr:- 
cable Dijſiculty, after they had ſpent near rwo 
3 Afonths 
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Aforths time, 1nl; abs their Relation into its 
peefene "_ m, Bur of this part of it, let this 
iuftice, to $ive the Reader 4 Taſte only of je- 
remy's SE for I delign not here a 
particular Examination of them, both as that 
is beſide the 7nrention of this Treatiſe, and 25s 
it would be in ſome} eſpets,7ſupervacancous 
Werk ; this Manner of Arguing being /o-me 
of Trees, beyond the ordinary Underſtanding of 

eV ulcar, and to them that are skill'd and 
> di in it, the Deſects will of themſelves 
be obvious enongh, without any Animadver- 
fion: Whzrefore leaving this, I procced to 
take notice of another of Tho. Plant's Notes, 
which I find in p.:o1, thus expreſt, Azarh:s 
Rule ouzht robe evidenced tobe from Heaven 
Artccedanconſly tothe Obſervation of tt, &c. 
O:ſerv. Hzrein our Annotator falls ſhort 
- my Judgm: nt) of expreſſing himſelf 5nrel- 
:5/y : I enquire therefore of him, To who: 
elis Rule oxuchr thus to be evidenced; Wheth:r 
it ought tobe evidenced ro them that Obſ erveit, 
o rorhens that dſpiſe or rejeft it ? If he will 
ſay, It ought to be evidenc'd ro them that cb- 
ſerve #t antecedancouſly to rheir Obſervation 
of it, we herein agree; for we affirm, it is /s 
[| evidenced to us : But if he will ſay, It ought 
|} to be evidenced zo therm that deſpiſe and reject 


|| #, atitecedancouſly to his Obſervation who 
i aoth 


(71) 
noth reeeig it, obſerve it , andss togerve that 
. Evidence of it, then he p/x7ges humſelf into as 
fond an Avſurdity, as he could ealily have run 
into; for his Senſe will be plainiy this, T.:as 
if 1 profeſs to have a Rule for my Faith and 
Prattice , by Immearate lnſpiration, T viight 
to evidence to him who denies ana voijects 1t,chat 
this Rule of mine ts from HeauenucjorelT my ſelf 
have walked by it, or mad» a11y Obſiruation of 
ir. A Poſition {5 r:dicalers, that it was (it on- 
ly for T.Plant to publiſh, who nas the worſt 
Inckin writing Notes, of any Man that 1 have 
read, | 

But ſayes F. Ives p.100. You may ſoon have 
6 a5 much Evidence as we for [mmcdiate Inſpi- 
@ ration ; for we never pretended to it, as a Rule 
© for our Faith and Prattice, in the Chriſtian 
© Relto:on, 

Okſerv, If by WE he int2nds the whole 
People call'd Zapti/#:3ke ſpinks unruly; for ma- 
ny of them did formerly own the Teachings and 
Guidance of the Spirit, and aſſerted it in their 
Writings - But if he reſtrain his WE to thoſe 
of them who are concern'd in the preientCon- 
troverſie with us, I muſt then lay unto him and 
them, O how are ye degenerated from your An- 
ceftors in Religion ! How different is a BapriſÞ 
now? from what a Baptiſt then was! Were 
not your Predeceſſors called in Deriſion Ex - 
"> 4 thuſiasts 
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thrſiats Cas ye now call us) becanſe they then 
contended for (that which you now deny, :2,,) 
The Divine Teachings and Immediate Aſi. 
Hance of the Holy Spirit, in their Preatiing 
and ex rempore Praying ? Were they not 
called Gifred Brethren, from their affirmins, 
they had receied the Gift of the Holy G host? 
Look back into Dr. Fcar!y's Book, called, 
DIPP#:#S DIP 1, printed in the Year, 6. F, 
Turn over £.c 6. Ap: ers BOY Ole. entituled IHE 
ANABAPTIS F WASHT AND WASHT, 
AND ' SHRUNK IN. THE WASEI]<G, 
end (cer; hofe Things were not ſo : But the': 
perhaps you will ay, were your Adveria- 
ries; therefore I will put you in &ind of ſome 
of Vorr pretiiren: Read Edward B: rhe 7's 
DISCOVERY OF THE MINISTRY OF 
THE GOSPEL (printed Ano 164.5. Look 
into Pane! Kins's WAY TO S[ON,where- 
in he atfirms, That * by rhe MOTION OF 
<Tr!E SPIRIT he thats call'd tobe a Mi- 
«nite, may ana oucht to Bantize as tell as 
* Freach, p.89. ExamineT.Ce!lier" s Works, 
particularly his MARROW OF CHRISTI- 
ANITY, and his EP:STLE TO ALL THE 
SAINTS; in which laſt he fayes (chap. 12. 
- 52.) To The Sprrer of God, who 1s God, ts the 
*<ALONE RULE of # ſpiritual Chriſtian, 
Peruſe Samuel How's I reatife, entitul'd, THE 
SUF- 
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| SUFFICIENCY OE TEE SPIRIT'S TEA- 


CHING,%c. wherein he will tell you, p. 22. 
«© That the Gloryof Chiift's Doitrine t4y that it 
is of the *PIRIT'S TEACHING: for 
* win adds he) we brhold clie Glery of the Lord 
e:9 the moſt prrfce} NMeaſmrez ſo as we are 
© chaxi'd thereto from Glory to Glory; vet 
«C ALL IS FROM THE SPI&I1 OF 
<THE LORD, ſeeing thar he is the prom:jed 
© Comiorter, that is to TEACH US Ai.L 
<COOD THINGS belon;ing to our Per- 
Ce febfien, | 
Examine theſe Quotations. & call to mind 
the former Dayes, and then tei] me, whether 
ye nave not herein deny'd the Teſtimonies of 
your Brethren, who ſo honeſtly aſſerted, and 
zealouſly contended for the inward Works, 
Teaching & Guidance of the holy Spirit, whick 
vou now disdainfully and contemptuouſly re- 
jet, Many other Teſtimonies, of th1s kind, I 
could add; butT forbear, in Hopes of a future 
i )pportunity to expoſtulate this Caſe alittle 
more fully with you : At this time therefore, 
i will only add the Judgment of Will:;a-1Kiffin, 
a Man of no mean Repute amongſt you, and 
now living; He,in his Poſtſcript to Sam. How's 
fore-mention'd Book , expreſt himſcif thus, 
" Burt my Intent in writing this Hard Word 
(waich reſpected ſome Hardſhip & Jgnominy 
the 
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. 4 ' / BE 
tie Author had wndergonc) © 7s not ro commend | 
rhe Author, but to tendcr to thy Review the = 


© matter of this foregoing Book, the Bent there- 
© of 15, to advance the TEACHINGS OF 
eTHE SP{RIT of Chriſt, mm the Wifolding 
© of the Myſtery of the Goſpel to the Hearts of 
« Men, ai the CHOICE REVEALER of 
© that Glory of Truth to the Saul, which will 
© change from Glory to Glory 14t6 its own Like- 


*ncſs, 4 TRUTH much oppoſed by JAEN 


*O0F CORKUPT MINDS m thu Day, 
Thus far IV. X:jjiz about 20 Years ago : From 
which, Reader, thou may'ft obierve, That 
they who oppoſed the Teachings of the Spirit of 
Chriſt in the Unſelding of the Myſtery of the 
Goſpel tothe Hearts of menzas the Choice Revea- 
tr of the Glory ef Truth tothe Soul, were by 
W.X:ffr accounted and called 1c of corrupt 
4tas at that Day : What manner of Minds 


| he and his Brethren now have, who fo confi- 


dently oppole and furiouſly contend againſt 
this Truth at this Day, I leave to thee to inicr. 

 Inp.102, ”.P?; tells them, Thar the Mar- 
tyrs in Q. Marys Dayes, hadthe Teſtimony of 
the Lord within them, and theuzh they could not 
aiſpute for their Religion, yer they could burn 
and ſuffer for tr, To this F. [vs anſwers, But 
they were no Quakers (what if they were not 
call'd Quakers? He will grant they were Chrs- 
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rians;and that is enough ; for tne Conſequence 
is plat, that they who have the Inward T eft1- 
»ony of the Lord within them, are true Chri- 
titans, rheur b they give no external Evidence 
of it) Here again T.. Plan calls upon his Rea- 
der to note; Note, Read:r (fayes he) how 
theſe Arn can own the Martyrs 1: Q, Marys 
Daycs for Chriſtians, and yet in theſe Dayes 
own none to be Chriſtians but themſelves, is a 
Paradox, | 

O.ſerv. Firſt, TI putnim to prove who of 
us hath {aid, we own none to be Chriſtians, 
but our ſelves. Nex:,! ſay,that if that ſhould 
be ſuppes'd,yet it would be 0 Paradox at all, 
And l ask T. Plant whether or no the Protes 
/4ars, "when firſt they proteſted againſt the 
Church of Rome, might not have ſaid, chat 
thcy owned the Apoſtles and primitive Church to 
be Chriſtians ; but yer that they owned none 
in the Dayes wherein themſelves lived to be 
Chriſtians br themſelyes, and this without any 
Paradox at all ? | 

He goes on thus, Did the Martyrs in Q. 
Marys Dayes pretend to Immediate Inſpiration 
for the Rule of their Faith and Prattice? if 
"ot, what a grand Piece of Impertinency ts it 
8 name them upon this Occaſion, who pretended 
'o #0 other Rule for their Faith and Prattice, 
then the Holy Scriptures ? 


Obſerv; 
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 O5ſerv, (They did pretend to Immediate 
Iz;piration, and yet were o [mpoſtcrs neither, 
7-91 Bradfozd,a Man eminent amongſt them, 
both for his Piety anc Learning, in his Anſwer 
*O the Arch-Biihop of Terk, fayes thus, Mar- 
tvrol. 3. Vol. 3. p.296. <IWe ds believe and 
< kzrow the Scriptur 4, as Chriſt's Sheep, not 
© kecauſe the Charch f. ſaith, thry are the Scrip- 
© ereres, but becauſe they be fo, being thrreof af- 
© ir d by the ſam: es it that [pake them Hence 
ir (s evident that the Holy Spirit, or Divine 
FEY: 481/57 is WM te Rule of thts up Adar- 
rr/'s Faith, even concernins the Scriptures 
tiemnſives And j Folk } P hilpot at another Godly 
and F.carned Martyr, having in the Beginning 
of his Bible wiitten this Sentence, Spiritae oft 
vrarin Chrifti in terris, 1,6, The Spit 1s 
Ci1i/t's Vicar (or in Chriſt's ſtead) o#7 Earth; 
G2ve this Anſwer to 7. Bonner enquiring the 
Reaſon of his ſo Writing: © Chriff ſince his Aſ- 
Hats yo werksth all th:ngs ins by tas Spirit, 
C 27277 { by his Spzrit avon Þ k i; 145, "&c Mar- 
tyrol, Vol. 3.p.573. To the ſame Purpoſc 
writes Pill:am Tindal (another eminent and 
worthy Martyr) in his Anſwer to More's Di- 
alogue: <When (ayes he) thou art asked 
©H;y thou believe (t thou ſhalt be ſaved byChrif? 
E 2;fwer, thou feelrſk that tis true; and when 


c he asketh, how thou knowelt it is true ? an- 
c{wer, 
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* ſwer, becauſe it is written in thy Heart ; if 
*heask, who wrote it ? anſwer, rhe Spirit's} 
<God; if he ask, how thou cameſt firft by it? 
tell him, thou waſk INWARDLY 
(TAUGCHT bythe Spirit of Ged, andif 
he ask, whether thou bclicveſt it not, becauſe 
{it is written in Books, or becauſe the Priefts 
fo preach? anſwer, No, not now, but ovily 
e becauſe it ts written inthy Heart, and becauſe 
* the Spirit of Gd ſs predcheth, and jo reſrifs- 
© eth unto thy Soul, &c, Thus far Tindal, by 
which the Reader may fec,how much this ged- 
ly Martyr was for the immediate Teachings ef 
the Holy Spirit in the Hearrs of God's People, 
whici is the very ſame Thing we contend for at 
r115 Day, and for which theſe quarelling Bap- 
1:fts now revile us. To theſe let me add the 
Teiltimony of Fohn Fewcl, that zealous ard 
learned Defender of the Proteſtant Religion, 
who trough no Martyr, yet lived much about 
the ſame Time: He againſt Hardino main- 
cains, © That wi:hout the SPECIAL Help, 
© Prompting and REV EL ATION of God's 
* Holy Spiraty the Scripturcs are tothe Reager, 
© be he never ſo wiſe or well-learned, as the V1- 
© ſton of a ſealed Book, From thele few Inftan- 
ces, let the Reader judge, Whether the Mar- 
tyrs owned Lmrmedgiate In{piratton, or the In- 
| ward 
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ward Teachings, f ©4208 and Revelation 
of God's Spirit, or not. 

But T. Plane adds, That the Conſciences of 
the Martyrs were perſwaded of the Authority of 
the Scriptures, QC. 

. Obſerv. I no way doubt it: But the Que- 
ſion is, What that was by which rheir Conſci- 
ences were foperſwaded; whether it was arvine 
Inſpiratior, the ManifesFation or Revelation 
of God's Hol 'y S perit or nor ? If, Reader, the 
Feſtimonies of the Martyrs themſelves will 
be taken, thoſe before cited are plain and full, 
Tindal believed his Salvation by Chriſt, be- 

cauſe he felt the Truth and Certataty thereof, 
written in bis Heart by the Spirit of God, bc- 
3ng inwardly taught by the ſame Sparit ; He 
believed not becauſe it was writen in Buoks,or 
preacht by Man, but becauſe he found it writte:: 
n his own Heart, and felt the Spirit of God 0 
preacnins and teStifyins unto his Soul, Feel 
denics the Scriptures to be intelligible wither! 
the ESPECI AL Help,Prompting aid REV E- 
LATION of God's Holy Spirit, Bradford, 
1 the Name of all the re$t, ſayes, We ao be- 
lieve and know the Sc, ipture as Clhrish's Sheep; 
being thereof aſſured by the ſame Spirit nxt 
Jpake them. | 

Then ſceſt now Reader, that the Conſcien- 
ces 
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-cs of the godly Martyrs were perſwaded, or 
rather aſſured of the Vetity and Authority of 
the Holy Scriptures, by $-mediate Inſpiration 
or the Revelation of the Divine Spirit in their 
own {HHearts, wherein their Teſtimony moſt 
[weetly harmon:i2.cs with onrs. 

There is one Claule more in T, Plant's Note, 
which peradventure may delerve the Reader's 
Notice: Itis this, Had rhe Martyrs (ſayes 
he ved in our Dayes, they would have run the 
ſame Hazard (to wit, of their Lives} 5f cal- 
led thereunto, to eppoſe £uakeriſm, 4s they did 
then to oppoſe Popery. | 

Obſerv, Two things herein ſeem obſervable: 
One,that T. P/ant {uppoles they mnt have had 
aCall to ut, before tney had run ſo great an 
Hazard, and thereby he lets in Revelation or 
immediate Inſpiration, betore he is aware of it. 
The other is, That he who ſo ſcorafully denies 
Rewvelation,pretends here himſelf to under Stand 
what they that were aead above an Hundred 


Years ago, would have done, if they had been - 


alive now, Here his Confidence hath betray'd 
him : He tsa Gelperate Enemy to Revelati- 
on, and yet rakes upor him vo tell Things y 
net otherwiſe knowable + then by Revelation, 
Doth he ſpeak by Rote? Parrats doſo: Has 
he certain Rnowledge of what he pake? 
How came he by it ? Has he no certain Know= 
| ledse, 
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ledge, but only bare Conjecture , why ther 
ſo confident ? why /o poſurrve ? 


The Relation of the Mecting being ended, 
T. Plant goes on to give his Reader anAccount 
of ſome Letters that paſſed between them and 
us, 1n order to the appointing of another, In 
theſe Letters it was propoſed, That five of ei- 
ther Side ſhould meet, to conſult of ſich T hings 
aw neceſſarily related therrunto:  Accordinoly, 
(faith he) A2-.Kiftin, Afr.Dyke, A7r.Paul, 
Ar. Snelling, Ar. King and Mr, PLANT 
did meet, SC. 

Obſerv. One would think T. Plant had an 
sching Humor to be called MASTER, elſc 
he would never call himſelf fo ; and yet this 15 
not the firſt time (fee p. 71. 74.) that he hat1 
befool'd himſelf with that Title : But let kim 
1njoy his Humor, if he pleate; IT would not 
too ſeverely peritringe him, but leave him to 
the Correttn of bis ew Folly, and procced. 

They met, he fayes, with W, Mead, }]. Ol- 
g00d, W, Welch, and ſeveral others, and ac- 
bated the Propoſals which they had fert ro its) 
and printed ( which were New ind different 
from thoſe that had been mutually agreed on 
between them and us before, &upon which the 
former Mecting was held j and 44r. K:{ir, he 
ſayes, 4nd the rejt did urge, that we ſhould ae 
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ceed 1n that Zfethed as is exprefs in the afor.. 
ſaid Prepoſals: Upon this, he ſaith, the Qua- 
kers manifeſted ſome Suſpicion of the Propoſals, 
4s they were worded, &c. 

 Obſerv, Fad they not good Cauſe ſo to do? 
Was it probable you would fly off from the old 
Propej<ls, whicl you had ſo freely and reacily 
(as you intimate, p. 13.) conſcnted to and ems 
braced, if he had not had Hepes, in obtriding 
New ones, to advantage your ſelves, and - 
jare ns ? If you thought, we took you for our 
Friends, you were very much 7:5/taken : and 
truly,not much lefs, if conſidering you as Erne- 
#tc5,and ſuch too from whom, Experience had 
taught us, we were not to look for ſizcore and 
gencrens Dealing,ye expectes we thould treat 
you without that prudent Cantiyy and Circum- 
ſpection,which is requilit in fuck Caſes, 

But . Welch, he fayes, produc'd a Paper, 
that creft all they ha6 d:ſcourſed before : And 
what was tha: ? Why, /t was aa Anſwer, he 
fayes, to their Propoſals : Whercupos, ſaith hey 
W. Kijjn and theſe with him, ſceimg [uch diſin- 
teruons Dealin?, ad conclude, 'rwas to no Pure 
poſe to treat any lovger with them, Fc. 

Obſerv, By this, Reader, thou may'ſt ſee 
how hearty theſe mcn were in their Treaty for 
another Meeting, who could catch hold of ſuch 
3 17ivial Occaſicn to break off, and treat no 

pp more, 
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more, Doubtleſs theſe Baprits are very rouchy 
and pertifh (or el'c they Were Weary of the Bu- 
ſtreſs) for 1 obſerve in their Relation of the 


firſt Meeting, PAL. 2J. They av, They could 


gain no d.rctt Anſwer, and that there-upon | 


JF. Ives and T. Hicks withar.w, Tt is a S1gn 


they were i Hoſte to be pine, when the bare © 


giving of an *n{wer, which they judg'd not 
iretchad it been [o) would drive them away. 
Tho!gh when they ay, rhe 4 fwer was not 
direct, to their Deſ17n 1s to be underſtood; for 
to the Queſtion it was direct and plain : But 
their Aim being to render us obnoxious to the 
People, as Perſons denying the Man Chriſt 
Feſus, our Anſwer thwarting their ExpeRa- 
tion, fully and clearly proved that We own him; 
This, ſay they, 7s not dirett (viz rotheir Pur- 
poſe) and this Dfappointment mult be ſup- 
poſed to give tem {o great an Offence, that 
away they fl:2g;no holding,no topping them, 
no Perſwaſion, nor Entreaty may prevail with 
them to tarry. One wo:''!d think they might 
have fſtay'd atleaſt fo lons, as to have ſhown 
the People the Tndire&neſs of the Anſwer : 
No, they were 77 too £reer Haſte to ſtay, 
They wanted tome celorrablc Pretence for & 
Retreat ; ard thovgh this was a very ſorry one, 
yet berter Came 65f ' 344 Sy THEM? worſe; for the 
hattle went ſore againſt them, And much m_ 

tne 
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the ſame manner WI W.Kiffin,T, Plant, and 
the reſt of them par ror, to get off from rhis 
Treaty for another Meeting, 'T1s worth thy 
obſerving. K«ader, how they were put to their 
Sh:fis for an Excuſe ; W,4 elch, they iay- pro: 
duc'd a Paper, containins an Anſwer to tnur 
Propoſals, aid ihis, they ſays croft all ihey had 
aiſcourſed before, whereupou W, Rii.ny 4:4 
theſc with hum, ſectng {ach diſtin cunons Lials 
ing, did con'ludey it was tone Furpeſe to treat 
any loner with theri, This was thattney had 
amnd tobe at; but could they have cholen a 
worle caum to have comfy by 2 ouid 
any but themſelves have broke off a-Treaty, 
6-ceuje an Anjwer was vijcr d to thur Fropo- 
[4152 Doye Baptiſts account it diiingggueus 
Nealing t recur an Anſwer to your Propoſes ? 
Why then, Oh dilingenuo&,Men ! d:d you 
make {uch Propoſals as ye wc 18.767 willins to 
receive an Aniwer to? How truly niay 1 re- 
tortupon your elves that wich f, /ves molt 
untruly refle&s upon us, p. 113, Ye are relol- 
ved ro fird Fauit wah any thing, Right or 
Wron!,ec, For ye refus'd bi fore to treat with 
us, becauſe (as ve lay, but faltly, p.30,41542.) 
Wwe took. no No: ce of your Freopsſvits \ and nNoVWs 
q  thatve-inight fly off from the preient Treaty) 
J ye yick a Qaarril with us, becauic we of r F646 
at! Anſwer to your Propojals ; What 1:ck1fia 
$755 F 2 People 
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People have we to deal with? How is it poſ- 
fible to fatisfie ſuch men, wo are never pleas'd 
fult nor faſting? who, if tiey are not anſwer'd, 
will zer treat atall ; and If they are anſwer d, 
will thereupon break off, and treat no more : 
But this { doubt not, will ſatisfie all indifferent 
Readers, that you have hitherto but prevars- 
cared with us, and not acted ſicerely and cordi- 
ally, ſo far as ye have already treated, But 
to £0 on. 

To our A4-ſwer to thetr printed Propoſals 
they ſent us 4 Reply, and thereto we return'd 
them a Rejoynder : Their Reply T. Plant hath 
printed at large; but unfairly omitted our Re- 
qoyrder, giving his Reader but three or four 
Lines! of the Cioſ+ of it,. and concealing all the 
reft, which was as followeth 


Londen the 24th 3th Month, 1674: 

Yout's bearing Date the 22th Inſtant, we 
have received and confider'd, and return you 
theſe Obſervations upon it - What you mean 
by ante dating onr Papers ang Feerins thereupon) 
you ſhew us not, whatever you ſuggeſt, it 
bears the Date of the ſame Day, on whigh it 
was firſt drawn up,viz. the 17th Inſtant,being 
the Day after the Mc erimg ar Wheeler Street, 
- though not delivered to you- ſo ſoon, becauſe 


our Friends did not underſtand, that thoſe oi 
| you 
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you they treated —_ either had Power, 0: 
were wil: :7 to conclude a Adteting without ſome 
moreof your Friends or Aſſiſtants :; However, 
our Paper was in -ſwer ro your Printed Pro- 
po/als, and as we judged neceſſary and reaſo- 
nable. Our taying, We cond: ſcended to return 
you that Anſwer to your Fropoſals,was not to ex- 
4/t our ſelves as Superiors, 6s 44, Loftys or I1- 
perious ; but that it was a Condeſceniion to 
propoſe Terms jor 4 prevatc Afceiting with yous 
fince we reckoned and knew our ielves to pub- 
lickly injur'd by you, in abetting or counte- 
nancing a #orger. As for your treating with 
US, asSP-r ſons departed from the Chriſtian Faith, 
you might have ſuſpended that Judgment til] 
we had come to a Tryal,fince that yor Charge 
therem # yet to prove (however you doudt not 
to doit} and T, H:cks his Reafors for it are yet 
to be debated : As alſo your Purpoſe to prove 
us, whether we are Subverters of the Chriſtian 
Relicwn, or not, 1s but a profeit Purpoſc, ngt 
yet performed nor accomplitht ; fo that how- 
ever, zether Tho. Hicks 2 his Dialogues, nor 
TJer.Ives * his Syllo75ſtical Attempts have yet 
proved us ſuch, although pretended by both ; 
their Labour and Time hitherto 15 then mif- 
ipent, and yet you will boaft, 2s if we were 
prcht, apparently worſtca, and uſcd ſilly $ hifts: 
This favours of Tho, Hicks's Spirit, with much 
| F 3 | more 
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more in your perverie and peeviſh Letter, a 
your vpbrailing us with ſuchWords and Phra- 
ſes as theie, viz. © Pulpable Equivocatisns,your 
e Fully, mui tf. j# {yariy, 2ntlty Perſons, your 
ds Way of Tr flags Perſons arparted 
& from the Chriſtian Fau and your In.;nuation 
© as if we were al YA [ of af. itr T 7 yat, ara /e E211 
© 1717 to dread nothing more thea that T, Hicks 
« ſhould ſprak. for | hunſit, which is as true as 
taat 'tis'not the Argument, but the Man we 
wonld deal with, whenas both our Anſwers 
.to Tho. Hicks and our Prop:fals for a ſreting 
with him,to examine Matters, evidently ſhew 
the contrary: Have werefuted him tv give 
his A--uments inthoſe Matters we ha c char- 
ged apainftnim? Orhave we not maniteſted 
both our Willingneſs and Detire therein ? will 
ſuch Fa.jhooas gain you or him Credit in the 
Minds of the Unbyafled ? We perceive you 
are 10t How fits etti.er for a further T cats, or d 

tate Meting : You appear ſo perveric, as 
Men leavened with your Agent To, Hicks his 
Spirit, or that had ſwallowed down imme of 
kis Cholerick, Humor or Paſſion (but theres 
in, neither he nor you will bring Honour to 
your Cauſe) And therefore 'tis neceſſary th 
we conſider of ſome other Way further 
throw off his Dzrt, Rs Sland:rs and 
Forgerics , and therewithal to endeavour to 
manifeſt 
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. manifeſt your corrupt Partiality, in abetting 
ſuch an Agent, if you will afford us no berter 
Treating then is in this angry, ſcornful;boaſting 
and upraiding Letter of yours; however, if we 
ſhould be mute, and ſuffer all your Avzſcs in 
ſilence, we doubt not but the Juſt God wall 
bring a Stroke upon you, for your [juſtice 
and Partialuy, 

But ro your Exceptions againſt our Propeſs- 
tons, in Anſwer to yours, 

1, Where in our ſecond we provide a Lz- 
berty, that ſuch as have a Neceſſity on thetr Spi- 
rits to ſpeak, bricfly to the Buſineſs in handy 
which Liberty we granted you as well as our 
ſelves: This you fay, Yo C7705 admit of 
( neither can we admit of your Exception a- 
gainft it) and alfo for your Reaſon, falſly ac- 
culing us,as that you k; ow it is ordinary with ws 
(when pincit) to pret c::4 4 Motion to divert 
from the: Pont i haiid;, and allo infer (though 
from a falſe Surmiſe of your ewn, no waies 
conſequent to what we propoſe) hat the jiiaue 
Neceſſity ms ht vc pleaded rotalk all the rms as 

ell as briefly tothe Matier 1 2d, Say you 
ſo? Then you will not Heliove what we fay; if 
you mult be our F:14”es, no leſs then the Con- 
demnation diie to Equzzvecators, is to be expe- 
cted from you: By this you have very much 
bewray'd your own covertly and feign'd ork, 
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in endeayouring tobind uns to Terms and Props. ' 
 fals, when now you render us no better then 
Perſons not to be credited. We cannot under- 
take to purchaſe a Meerio with you at fuch a 
difficult Rate, as the Removal of your hard. 
Theughts firſt: However, you would make a 
fair Shew to tne World as if you were in Ear- 
eb to have Matters fairly tryed between us ; 
but ſuch Covers will yrove too narrow. 

2, Though you could not comply wit" our 
Anſwer to your foxth Propoſ.zl, with reſpect $9 
the Dy and ZZour; yet with reſpect to the 
Concluſion ro end with Conſent, you might vee 
ry well have comply'd with it, and not have 
prejudg'd our Intention, as if we dcſiz71'd to 
call you Fugitives & Riin-awayes, :f you ſhould 
drpart in your time : The Lord knows, we de- 
ſign'd no ſuch thing ; but that after we had met 
a convenient Time, on a fair or feafonable 
Propoſal for a parting, it might be contented 
unto : However, your Caule is attended with 
many Diſtruſ#::l Thoughts, Fralunſics and evil 
© iſes againit us, which atleaſt would ren- 
der your Canſe very /uſ1:crous to us, if we had 
not that InſpeAton into it trat we have, 

2. Fromour avins (in 5nſwer to your 774) 
T hat if we find by the firſt Aeering that you de- 
ſign to ao us Ri:ht wn as publick a maniicr as 
T. Hicks hath done us Wrei7,0)6, that then we 

ET | | LOC Oe WA 


( 89) 
will cor ſider of ancther Aſeeting, you unjuftly 
infer from hence, that ths «© 4; much as to ſay, 
that if T. Ricks ſhould acqtit himſelf, and you 
publickly clear kemy ard condemn us as Sian- 
derers, &c, then we will meet no more with 
you, left our Tenets ſhould be tos openly expoſe 
and dijcovercd:; This is like ene of T, Ficecs's 
Conſequences; whereas ourAnſwer implies no 
ſuch Jealouſic of ovr ielves as condemnable, 
nor any Dovbt or Queſtion of making good 
our Charge againt T, ' icks, but the contrary 
as not at all quuitivning but that we ſhould 
make h!s fraud Dialiccs and Guilt appear 
obvious to your Underſtandings z only we had 
Reaſon to queſtion your Defioz towards us - 
However we were willing to make fome Pro- 
zrefs in order to try you further, as is plain by 
what we have propoicd. RS 

4. Our Exception againſt your gth Propo- 
fat, as being unreaſonable, you are pleaſed to 
call ridiculous and impertivent Reaſoning ; and 
why ſo ? !s it becauſe we might not be oblig's 
aforehand to anſwer T Hicks's Charges againff 
«, when they were never ſpccificd to us; nor 
He-a competent Perſon to proſecute us, efter 
our Charge # proved againſt bimy which we no 
waies doubted to do, if we might buthave 
Opportunity ? But to excuſe your Agent as a 
competent Perſon to proſecute us, you lay, Were 
| On it 
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s: ſuppoſed (though as yet you ſee no Reaſon te 
grant) that in ſome things T, Hicks might be 
miſtaken, it will not therefore-follow, that every 
thing he ſaith,ought not to be credited ; Though 
we grant this ; yetherein you do but mzzzce and 
cover, and are egregioutly beſides our Charge 
and Pfoviſion againſt T, Hicks; for it is not 
that he may be or is i ſome things meerly un- 
der ſome /Aiſt kc, and therefore not competent, 
but that he 7s « wile Foroer, Perverter + Slan- 
derer, and that i many TLLTAS This 1s the 
Natkere of. our Charge already proved againft 
him in two Books, Reaſer: 48ainſt Railing, and 
The Countcr{cit Chriſtian decefFed, which we 
are apt to think that you have not read over, 
or ſeriouſly peruſed (for if you had, we think 
you would have better acquieſced with our 
Charge againſt kim, without giving us further 
Occaſion to p:irſue it) You do ſo mince and 
leffen matters tiat are cloſely laid and charg'd 
againſt T. 27, ' rom [a vile Forger,&c. | you 
would have it turned to [ were zt ſuppoſed that 
3n ſome things T. H, might be miftaker, which 
as yet you: ſee 20 Reaſon to grant] It ſeems then 
that he 15s: a very Urerring Perſon in your E- 
ſeem ; but we delire both F. [vcs and the reſt 
of you, but ſerioully to read over the laſt Book 
of #, Penn's, in Anſwer to him intitul'd, The 
Counterfeit Chriſtian detefted, and then conli- 
der 
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der,whether all Fg. things which he is chargd 
with, are only ſuppoſcd Miſtakes. Your Retor- 
fion upon G. Whitehead and W, Penn, as nes 
competent Perſons to proſecute TH. for the like 
Reaſon that we have groen againſt him, VIZ, 
Toat they ds nut only ſtand accuſed for, but in 
convetent time will be prov'd manifeſÞ Lyars, 
[t ſeems T. H:cks has not yet prov'd them ſuch ; 
that is vet to do : but we obſerve, heis much 
lowder and fiercer in his Charges, then in his 
Proofs. But do you really now judge G.W. and 
W.P, c:nn»t be compleat Perſons to profccnte 
our Charge againſt T, Hicks? If yon do, you 
ſhould have told us that at firſt ; why then Gd 
you admit of a /Mecriz:7 with them at all on 
that account,in order to n4ky good their Charg? 
Hath T. #/:cks deviſes this as a Hole to ereep out 
at, arid ſave his Head? But {uch retorting Shifts 
will aot clear him, or you cither. However, 
before either G, 1. or '&, P. be obliged to an- 
ſwertoT, Hicks's Charges againft them, they 
expect a Note from him of the Particulars that 
he rr affnds his Char7e upon, as we have done by 

him, at ſome of your Deſires. | 
5. Touching our Aſſenting,thar when we have 
done witi'T, H.about matters of Fad# charg'd, 
and that you have done us Fuſt:ce therein, &c. 
we ſhould be willing, if the Lord will, as con- 
yenient Opportunity may be afforded to diſ- 
| courſe 
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eourſe matters of Dof#rine with ſome others 
of you, &c, you unreaſonably quarrel with 
the Words | «s convenient Opportunity may b:] 
as ſignifying our common way of Tr:ffling, as 
you falſly and ſcornfully ſay ; whereas we ſeri. 
oully expreſſed our real Intentions and Deſires 
therein, as not having Time and convent Op- 


re. in our own hands to command, that 
ent God, whom we fear, and in SubjeGiion to 
1n our preſent Time and Wil] to be done. 


matters of Dcct-ins with ſome more competent, 
&c. you ask, Why zot with you ? hy not with 
T. Hicks? We think that we have offer'd ſuſh- 
cient Reaſonzar leaſt,ivppoſing if TH. appear 
guilty of that Charze laid againſt tim and you 


s vile Forger, &c. this would render you all 
mncompctent and unmcet to diſcourſe of the things 
of God's Kingdem; would it not, ſuppoſe you ? 

7. We now fully underſtand you (as we per- 
ceived your Deitgn betorc) har as y:s fay you, 
yield: d that thoſe matters wherein G. Keith was 
goncern'd ſhould be ſpoaken unto, . provid:d that 
afterwards the Paper of Ci:arges be next ſpoa- 
ken unts;, and deſire that one Article may be 
iſſued before any ether be inſiſted on; as namely, 


T hat 


being in the Hand and Diſpoſal of an omniſci- | 
whoſe Will we propoſe Matters that are not | 


6. Tovching our W &#:::»eſs to diſcourſe | 


Abettors of him, being ſuch a g1.4lty Pecricn, *? 
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That you ſhall not admit of any Diſcourſe upon 
ether Particulars after G. Keith's Buſineſs is 
;fued till theſe Reaſons wh:cs T. Hicks hath 
given why he oppe] cth the Chriſtian to the Qua- 
ker, be fully d:vated ; Wecannot but take it 
for granted, that itill you put us off with dila- - 
tory Evaſions, to keep us ſrom purſuing our 
Charge, contrary to what we have offer'd, and 
youin words pretended ; and what Delay and 
Time this fully Debating of T. Hscks's ſaid 

Reaſons will require, who knows? Thus you 

trifle with us - Have we not plainly propoſed 
2nd offer'd to diſcourſe matrers of De&rine in' 
their place, when matters of Fatt are gone 
throurn : yea, and have openly declared our 
Wit:97nejs to diſcourie thoſe Reaſons , on 
which you pretend to prove us zo Chriſtians, 
in their place; for the Srrefs of our firſt Ar- 

ticls is ct upon T7. H's oppoling the Chr:/tian. 
to the Quaker ; but upon 4 Dzalogue betwixt 

a Chriſtian and & Quaker, yer made by T. H. 


_ 1ſt, & as t/made and contrived by T. Hicks, 


Yea, or Nay? Or, Was ut areal Dialogue be- 
tween a Quaker and any Body elſe ? It notches 
2dly, Hath he ſaid True, #: poſitively calling 
itſo, and telhng the World mm hu very Titles 
peze, that therein is faithfully reprefemted rhe 
chief and moſt eoncerning Opinions of the Qua- 
kers, rogerber with their Method and Manner 


of 
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of Reaſoning in pt thereof? We affirm 
this to be Falſc,and would have produc'd ma- 
ny Inſtances to have prov'd it ſo, even out of 
T. Z's own Dialogues: But you will needs 
have bji9 in the firſt place give his Reaſons,why 
{| he oppo/+t/: rize Quaker tothe Chriſtian, which 
| 15 not the thing awe inthat place either com- 
| Plain of, or in that Article affirm that the Q-a- 

ker is a Chriſtian-(though in its place we have 
conteſt it and ſhall) bur T. Hicks, the Con- 
triver and Maker of the Dialogue, makes him- 
ſelf thatChriſtian that dialogues with the Qua- 
ker (as hecalls Him) and he is both call'd and 
prov'd Counterfeit Chr.ſtian,or no Chriſtian ; 
and it is our parts rather to prove hi ſo, then 
his to prove #9 20ne ;, When it is not the matter 
complained on by 1s in tae firſt p'ace, but he 
is poſitively charg'd to be A vile Forger, ee. 
neither doth the Srreſs of our Complaint lie 
upon the fir/# Article ;, that's placed but a: an 
-IntroduQion into the fo! o ving matter. & h-th 
been of this ſervice, that many who thought 
they were rea! Dialogucs, now underſtand 
they are but fi :5:iors, | 
To conclude; We do not only take it for 
Faced that you are now further off from a 
ompliance then vou icem'd before ; but alio 
that you are afraid that vour Brcthrr T. Hicks 
ſhould come to a plain Teft or Tryal ups: our 
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direft Charge, leſt the Conſequence refle on 


your ſelves: We ſee that you except againft 
fix er ſeven material Paſſages in our Propo- 
fals, and we ſee no Reaſon why we ſhould fur- 
ther condeſcend to your dilatory Work, but 
to conſider ſome other Way or Expedient to 
clear our ſelves, eſpecially iince you have ſo 
much prejudged us. 

George Whitehead, 

Geerge Keith, 


Faſper Batt, 


This they return'd no Anſyer to, nor have 
ſnce made any Overture to reſume the Trea- 
ty which ina pertiſh Humor they had broken 
off; And yet they would fain make People 
believe, they are, or unwilling to give 1: A 
Meeting : Yet when they ſay, p. 107. Could 
ſuch a Meeting be peaceably obtain'd, we ſhenld 
gladly attend it, they ſufficiently diſcever E- 
ven to common Capacitics, how Celd they 
are in their Deſires of it, 
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CHAP. III. 
Some Amtmadver ſions upon 'J.Ives's Poſsſcrigr. 


Hat which comes next under my Con!:- 
deration is, a Poſtſcript added to The. 
Plant” S Book, and ſubſcribed by Fer. vc, 
in the Introduction to which he tells hisReader, 
That © be Cuakers have no more Canſc to gle- 
© ry,then Caligula's Souldiers, who had #0: kin; 
«bat Cocle-fh:s to ſhew, for the Trophics 
Card Spoils of their great Vittce:cs. Hence 
firſt] infer, that be rants the V tory. may 'T | 
great, though the T rophics and Spoils are but 
ſmall. Next, I deſire the Reader to conſider, 
what Sort of People we had to war withal, to. 
wit, Such as deny the immeatiate Aſſiſtance of 
the holy Spirit, Such as ſcoff at divine Inſpira- | 
£:0n & Revelation, Men whoſe Religion ftands 
in outward Performances, whoſe Treaſure lies 
3” External Shrws and Outſide Appearances, 
preferring the SHELL be fore the Subſtance © 
if therefore our $po:les conſiſt of SHELLS, 
wonder not, Reagcr, at it ; but rather that lo 
many Knowing Ven, ſhould be grown Gray- 
Headed is a Profeffion' of Religion, and ye! 


hare 


Ms: | > Ae 
have nothing but SHELLS to hoſe. But from 


this I attend him to his Obſervations, 


Inthe firſt he ſfayes, <Jt # obſervable that 
© moſt of the Tame ſpent in the two Dayes Con- 
6 ferci.Ces, was to prevail upon them re hear our 

© Arguments, to prove they were 10 Chriſtians, 
© andthat their Ainfters were Cheats and Im- 
* poſt or'$. 

This from bis own pen, doth us great Ser- 
vice: for having fully (as I con: -cive) demon- 
{trated before, that this was not the Subjcft 
25reed upon, nor the proper Bufinels of thoſe 
t m Dayes ; but that it was e#r Charge againſt 
- T. HiCks, conſiſting of FORGERY, PER- 
y ERSIONS, FALSHOODS, SLANDERS, 
&c. that was the proper Subject and Buſineſs 
of thole dayes,which it concern'd Vs to prove 
22 11:/f 1.2m not is or they aa: ſi us (tor we 
were the Opponents, they the Re'pondents 
2nd 7, Jves himfelt will not admit 7hat a Re- 
JH ſhould offer to prove, fee pag, 81. of 

. Plant's Relation) that; I ſay, being before 
_ futhciently demonſtrated, tis open con- 
feſſfion of Fer. Ives, that » off of 1h« Time in the 
'wo Dayes Conferenc 's, was ſpent to prevail up- 
27 m, to hear ther Arguments to prove US 0 
Chriſtians, &c. doth pur it out of all Queition 


:nat it was T7 2:y declined the Subject to be. 


G proved 
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roved, net We; though T. Plant moſt un-/ 
andiomly, as <q as lallly. hath = +a it 

upon us, p42. 

But this Fer. _— faith, They a reA- 
ſonavic ; and he offers fe Reaſons for it: 
" my Z} '/t, fait! he, becauſe it was contamed in the 

{t- Articte of- ther wrarten C harge. ſent wn 
© againſt T, Hicks, which was for writing 5 a Dia- 
6 lo; 1Zke, ans oppoſing a Criſtian to a Quaker. 

Reider, That: thou may |t {atisfie th y (elf, 
that in this Inſtance F:r. [ves hath nor date be- 
neſtly with us,ner fairly with thee, I refer thee 
to the Charge itſelf, as it ſtands in their own 
Book; p. 5. * where the fir2 Article is, A D.a- 
logne bei wen @ Chriſtian aud a Quaker, yet 
mads by T, Hicks. Judge now. whether this 
Man deſerve C:edi:, who fo little regardett 
what he ſaith, that ke boldly here affirms (and 
not only kere, but in the Diſcourie it ſelf moſt 
frequen: ly) that che fi /f *ritcle ara ft Tho, 
Hicks s for Opp: ſing 4 Chriſtian co 4 Quaker; 
and yct it appears oy 1907 own £2ck; thar there 
15 no ſuch Sentence in that 4rricle, no, nor 11 
all tneCharcc belices. 

His next Reaſon 1s, Becauſe many of the 
things THICKS 1ath Chirgy'd port t tne uakers, 
WiwWs 719 6 hey weſ: © £7 HL 207 mt AS rey were theCo1n- 
ſequences of their betiis no Chritians, This, 
Reader, is well worthy of thy TI : 

or 
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for by this thou mayſt plainly {ce how w72wo7 
thily theſe inen have dealt with us, not car ing 
what Way oz Courle they tvuok, airctt wy ; 
airett, fo racy might thereby / Faſten epr o4c 
"and obloq uie upon our Prizc:pics,Praciices or 
Perſons, Afany of the T ings th: irg a Hp973 Sy 
he Nr pag —_ 01 er wiſe 3Titty but &s they 
are the Conſequences of our being no Chriſtians 3 
yet theſc: Conſequence lit LC their {; ſorter i4 Hope, 
were cat off long before, and the Aztcord: nr 
was t6ceme behind. Oh infatuated Men, and 
deſperately Wicked | Could you wirhevr Ke- 
morſe thus load an innoceat People with 7:2 - 
famy, and pour aut Floods of Repreach upon 
us, 4 and nowa Year or two aiter tell, that 
many of the Things, fo cha, "d p87 'BISy FC 79 
6th EY wife IVC , bui 35 the Y a7 EC the C of eq CHCOES 
of anethir Þ; ;opeſirion that is ze! yer prove? 
what elſe 1s tl.1s but, according to the Proverb, 
Firſt ro hang men, addabe u totrytierm? I ap- 
peal, Reade7,to thy impartial Judgment, whe- 
ther they have herein dea!t with us a5 ViCaine 
Men, not to ſay Men of Religious Pretences, 
Beſides, I would have Feremy know, thar 
as tie vous 52 Was diſhoneſt, lo bis Lovidck us 
falſe (asI have elie wherc noted) and can b2 
of no other Uſe, then to prove the /zzorance 
or Aelice of his And: tor if it were poſſible 
for him to prove his Anrcordent, that we are 
(3 2 _— 
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no Cbriſs :1ans; yet his Confequences ' (havins 
ſe 0 long 6-677 «Ccuſtumed fo 90 befor e) will never 
&y fer Means be brought tofofow : But, if et- 
tier fair or foul will do, tis much alike to him, 
In his fecond OG&ſerwvation he tells the world, 
that we quibble about Words,and makes a Shew, 
as if he had gain'd ſome notable Advantage 
over us, in diſcourfing the Nature of a Dia- 
gue: Ie charged T. Hicks with FORGERY, 
27 Callin : 15 Beck A Dialog ce 2 Or Diſcourſe be- 
VEL = ow l1Ch w_ was arcal D:ſcourſebe- 
tween any! But Jay tl 1ey, Here ts one of your 
own © ih written in the {ame manner, No, 
ſay we, J/* 15 not the ſame AAanner , for he 

doth not call his Book: 2 Dialrgur, but 
By way of Dialopne : that's the tame thing 
"av they the terms are equiv alent, ſaid 
ner, 12:5, pag. 50. We deny it to be the 
Wir CY that the Terms are equiv: a.ent 5 and 
therefore Ferezry goes but ber the Queſtion, | 
in ſuppoiing 15 to grant that which we do not. 
Bur that tnou (Reader) may 'f be able to 
zudge,whetner theſe two Cx aſcs be both alike, 
£ive me leave to-ftate. them both to thee 
according as they really are ; One man 
Wi ites a Bc 203%, and calls 1t 4; nply A DI4- 
1GGTUE: Initherepr elents his own Prin- 
cip.cs 4s fair ashe can, his Aaverſaries 4s 


Toally.; m2 1-6 Anſwers 12 bh1s- - Aciver ſaries 


Names 


IOI) 
Name, as weak, ſilly, feoliſh, abſurd, ridtc#- 
lows, tmpertinent and 1719:044 as Poſſibly he can, | 
conceals that this was written by 53, and only 
fayes it was publiſht by biz, and he cortrives 
and mannages the wholz Defizz fo, that his 
Rezder may be perſwaded, that he thar pub- 
liſht it, had no band in the formins of it ; but 
that thoſe very Anſwers, how weak or wicked 
ſoever they be, were realty ſo ſpoaker and ex- 
pref# by that very Perſon, under whoſe Name 
they are ſet down: This is the State of the 
Caſe onthe one hand, Another man writes 
2 Book, and therein repreſents two or three 
Perſons, as diſcourting together 3 but that 
he may, at the very Enmraznce, ſecure his 
Read:r from all Dazer of AMiſtakinsg him, 
or thinkigs it to have been a Res! Diſcourſe, 
he tells him, 1t is written by way of Dialo2us 
(which. is after the manner of a Dialoguz, 
or in Imitatzon of a Dialogue) and that be 
himfelf writ it : And this is the State of the 
Caſe on the other hand. The one of theſe 
doth but tell the World, what he thinks is my 
Opinion; the other intimatesto the World, 
that 7 my ſelf did ſpeak and afſere ſuch or ſuch 
a thing as my own Opinion, whenas I not only 
never ſo fpoak., but alfo in my Heart abhor 
and deteſt the thing pretended to be (o ſpoa- 
ken by me, Judge now impartial Reader, 
whether theſe two Caſes be alike, But 
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But he adds, It is well known, that a Dia- 
ls #re or Dialogiſmmm 1s a Fignre of Speaking, 
c>c, This 15 Another of his fly Tricks, to 
flip in D:a!ooi{ans inſtead of Dialogus, and 
tnen 17ſinuare as1 a Dialogue and Dialogiſ- 
7775 Were ſynonomons, But I will not ſpend 
Time on this; for I ſuppoſe no Reader that 
15 on gow of un derftanding Deialogiſnins, but 
will alſo be abic to diſcern his Sephiſtry, 
He goes on thus, © We *9) them, that 
© G20, FOX 4 "_ Writs 4 D- ſcourſe berywyeen a 
c Paptil ef id 2naker, 4:16 did ot ſay by Way 
C of it: + ths or by way of Diſcourſe, but F 
< * P: _ rſc, wh: ch (layes he) was never any 
* real Diſcourſe, but a forened thing; and wr 
etfcr cd 19 prot? GUEF INE above, hat | 1 C bed 
ebirſe Mani, a imp: «preſeriea tbe Perſon Le jre- 
fents 1 bus of ron ſes Fc. 
Tharthow, , -ay ' the better ender ſanc 1 #':ts 


Pailes:, 1 dcfire thee, Reader, to look bak 
v'ith me mto Tf Plart S Retation, Page. 5 +. 
vhere this Particular 1s fet fown By teom: 


{1 A 
OF y = : bb GE & 4 K oh We Og 
ſelves : I. Tves offers rhe , Wy urges tlat il ts 


Cc. Hcg © Ds! {oof ile, Whew 7 Hm A. Ry ci! :9 
I fay it oats CAL ' Diſcour/c Cs pug Fore 31 
repiyct i Toin 1 require of You to [Foe it, 
That , fayes W:ivlam Penn, / will do at 199- 
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it, Sayes William Penn, Thr is not fairs 
that inſtead ef Anſwering our Charge againſt 
Thomas Hicks (the Cau/e of our Coming) you 
make a Charge extemporary againſt us, ar 
give ud mo Tune nor Paper of that Charge, and 
now Call ms to prove it, ana the wan is an Hun- 
dred les off, Could any thing be more 75: 
diculous then for theſe ments trarmph 12 4 riget 
of the People (had that been true) becauſe a 
thing that deperded upon Perſonal Evideice, 
was not imecdtately proved, when we had 
not the leaſt Notice betorehand of their Inten- 
tion to urge it, and rhe Evidence was an FHun- 
dred Miles off : But he {ayes it was never ary 
ral Diſconrſe, but a ft; nid thing, Well, 
ticugh we are ſufficiently able 7s prove 5t 
area! D:ſcourſe, yer lecing he © ſo raſh a:d 
mc {tderate, Te put. tim upon the Frog; of 
ks Afirmation, ani give him Time for the 
doing of it t60; ler hm prove ut a Feigiicd 
To rg if be can, 

But there is one Paſſage more to be taken 
rorice of, before | piſs. trom this Particular 
He -4yes, © We of 7c: ts prove over and abovey 
© that ws had anuſed and miſvepreſented the 
© Perſon he preſented in bis Diſcourſe, Hoy 
little dorh his man conſult the Credr of their 
Relation, or his own Reputation? | delire 

G 4 tnec; 


(104) 
thee, Reader, to examine the place, pas. 
$4255. for I aſſure, Tcan find ns ſach Offer 
ar «ft expreit, Where lies the Fault Zeremy ? 
Did ſome of you make this Offer, and yet is 
nor in your Relation ? Then your Relation ts 
Falſe ir omitting it : Nid none of you make 
this Offer, and yet haſt thou affirmed you 
did ? then thou art Falſe in Aſſirming it, In 
ſhort, E:hber (in this Particular) thou art 
Trac, and the Relation Falſe ; or the Re- 
lation is True, and then art Falſe ; m_— 
which thou wilt, 

In his third Obſervation he fayes, © T hat 

© the Quakers, throxghout both their Accounts 
« of th: two Meetings, rake uſe of the vox po- 
< puli eg ercait their Crazy Cauſe ; ſometime: 
© rclling the Reader, the People ſhouted, and 
© other while hooted at the Baptiſts. That this 
is the Faxlt themſelves are guilty of, and 
therefore by Compiaining anticipate our 

Co:nplaint, let the following pages of their 
own Relation witneſs, pag. 4.9, 55 57» 62» 
79» 81, $2, $6, 88, 93, 945 90 97, 99, 102. 
in ſome of which they r// the Reader, the | 
People laughed and ſhouted; in others, they | 

ſhouted and hooted one while, that they 

fpouted extraordinarily ; - another while, that 

their Shooting and eloweng was ſo extraor- i 

me , | 


Io5) 
dinary, that what was ſaid could not be heard. 

If Feremy appeals ro the People to vindi- 
cate himſelf, he has them at his Beck; if he 
calls upon them to criminate us, they are forth- 
with at his Devotton, What could the man 
cefire more ? or what indeed can be ſaid more 
then this ? That as hu Brother Hicks bad 
FORGED #4 Dialogue, and FORGED a 
Chriſtian, azxad FORGED 4 Quaker, and 
FORGED Anſwers to his own Mind :So they 
have here framed a Relation, FORGED .An- 
ſmers,” and feigned a People Laughing, Shout- 
ind, Hooting, Holowins, when, how, and 
as often as they pleaſe, 
hath Thomas Cant, that when he askt (pag. 
49.) 1s not this the Firſk Article of the 
Charge? He can make the People cry, Yes, 
yes ; though the Charge was not read unto 
them, | | 

But this 1s not all; © Anorhber time (faith 
he) *© chey refl the World, the Baptiſts made 
© ſuch a Noiſe with Laughing and Shouting, 
© that they could not be heard, As if by thu 
(ayes he) © they deſigned to make the World 
© believe they Hear as well as Speak by Inſpi- 
© ation ; otherwiſe how could they ſo cxriouſ- 


© ly diſtinguiſh between the Voices of the Bap- 


- Ctiſts and others, | 
To pals by here hs Vngoaly Scoff ar In'ps- 


ration, 


Nay, ſuch a Knack, 
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ration, let me ask him, how he knows they 
were Cuakers tat laid, be did, be did, as 
their Relation ſayes they were, pag.50. and 
ro the like purpo'e, pag. 53. It icems they 
cenld c1r10uſly diſtinentjh between the Voice 
of the Quzksrs and ethers. But what man- 
er of Ezrs may Tims Plant be thought 
to have. that cou! ſo curiouſly diſtinguſh 
Voices, as t1) diſce; - tim impartial from the 

artial :earers, pag,22. and not Content to 
ftop there, adyenriyc; alfo to tell the World, 
That the Anſwcr was jatisfaitory to all the 
2959 14r £84] [Tearers F 8 ſeems he was ſo CH - 
7104 and quick,of Hearing, that he could not 
only d:f:n7x:ſh between the s-ypartial and the 
partial, but could alſs ref (at leaft pretend 
ſo) when he had heard them all, though 
there were many Thouſands of one fort or 
6t.1CT. 

\ But he goes onthusz When one Ar. Nes- 
bat i Sr,” Martins, /aid of William Penn 
© What a Coxcomb is that ? ] rhey in their 
Aceount, par. 2.2, tif the World, it was 4 
Baptiſt rhat ſaid ſo; which was beth Falſe 
&r.d Maliciou, as appeareth by a Certificare 
before re-cited, under the Perſon's Hand that 
fpake the woras. | 

_ This man is very apt to over-ſhoot himſelf: 
He ſayes it was both Falſe and Malicious, as 
: /@p* 
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appears þy the Certificate, where the Certi- 
ficate ſayes nothing of Malice; but only dey 
clares, That the Subſcriber of it 1s the Fer- 
ſon wha ſpake thoſe words, that. he 15 not, nor 
gucr was 4 Baptiſt, and that the Cuaxers 
have lyed, in ſaying it was a BaptiX that /pake - 
them - But as fovl as they make him to 
fall upon the Quakers, yet te does not charge 
them with doing it Malicioully ; that's Fere- 
my's own Inference, thinking the ocher not 
foul cnovgh. Bur as to this Snoce-magcr in 
Martins, whatever he tas been cr 18. his 
ExproſFon was ver” Unuiil and Rude; 
anc 1 ne txdnot been an Acherent to them, 
or Favourer of them, it would have be- 
come tnem to have rejected him then when 
the words were ſpoakon, and particularly 
taken Notice 6f: I defire the Reader there- 
fore to confider, 1, That this Shoe-maker 
was amongſt them in their Gallery, 2. That 
he ſpoak theſe words in Defence of one of 
them, 3. That he ſpake fo directly in The; 
Hichks's DialeQ, as if he had been his pecu- 
liar Diiciple, 4. That wien ſome of the 
People cailed out, rake Notice of that Many 
the 2-57://s were lent, and did not diſcharge 
themieives of him. Theſe things conſider'd, 
L leave it to the Reader's judgment, whether 
We 


| | 5 
we had not ſomeReaſon to ſuppoſe the Perſon 
thatſo ſpake to be a Bapriſt, | 

In his 4th Obſervation he ſayes, © That (by 
© way of Reproach and Diſgrace) we bring him 
©zx 4s ene called an Arminian-Anabaptiſt,which 
| ©by Interpretation is one that holds Oniverſal 
* Grace ; and yet in the ſecond Mecting we 
© reckgn it among the Anabaptiſts Errors, that 
© rhey deny Univerſal Grace. 

I grant that he was brought in as one called 
an Arminian- Baptiſt, but not by way of Re- 
_ or Diſgrace to him (as he inſinuates) 

ut to ſhew how he, who holds Vawer ſal 
Grace, and his Brother Hicks, who d:nyes UV - 
azverſal Grace, could (like Herod and P:- 
kete) agree together to war againſt the In* 
nocent ; though their Fudsments in that Point 
are as ferent as Light and Darkneſs, 4s op- 
poſite 45 the two Poles, Talfo grant, That we 
reckon it among th: Errors of ſome of the 
Anabaptiſts, that they deny Vaiverſal Grace : 
But what of all this ? we not only reckon it 
as their Error, but as an Argument alſo of 
the Diviſion that is among them ;, in that ſome 
of them (with Tho, Hicks) deny Univerſal 
Grace, while others of them afſert it, where- 
of Feremy Tues is reputed one, But what 
doth Feremy infer from his Obfervation ? 
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Why, that we are reſolved to find Fault with 


any thing Right or Wrong, Theſe are pitriful 
Shifts indeed ! Dares he deny that there is 


this as well as ether Diviſions amons them ? 


Can he have the Face to ſay, There is not 


this plain Contrariety in ther Crecd! If not, . 
to whom have we done Vi rong ? / Why did 


he not tell his Reader where the Wrong les ? 


Is it in repreſenting him as one that holds 
Univerſal Grace ? Or is it in accounting. 


thoſe Bapriſts Erroneous that deny Univer- 
ſal Grace ? I wiſh the man would once 
learn to deal plainly, and not thus abuſe his 
Read:r. 

In his 5th Obſervation he fayes, © In they 


© Account of the Barbican | Meeting, they rel! 


* the World, That in all that great Aſſembly 
© rhere was _— Br eatbing- Room allotted for 

© above T wenty of them, This (fayes he) 75 
* moſt notorinfly falſe, for rhey ad a Gal- 
 lery of the ſame Dimenſions W171 OUTS EF. 


This is the fame in effect with what Thomas 


Plant had before obſerved in his Animadver- 
*10ns on our Letter, pag. 36. of his Rela- 
tion ; to which, having {poaken before, 7 

ſhall not inſiſt on it ngw : Only theſe two 


Queſtions I defire Feremy Ives to anſwer ho- 


eſily ts; Firſt, Whether in all that great 
Aﬀembly there was any more Room aHottes 


for 


— es, 
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for wm, then that alley wherein we were 7 
2aly, Whether he himlelf does judge that 
Gallery capable of receiving above Twenty 
Men ? And let the Reader then judze, 
whether we had not Cauſe to Complain ; 
and whether our Complaint is not True, 

In ais 6th Obſervation he ayes, * Tvey /o- 
E ternnly aeclare in their fir ft "Account, pag, 
©28,. That with Reverence they beliews, ana 
«confeſs ro Clift, both as he us the Man Fe. 
"fs and God over all, bl: fed forcuer, EXC. 
© 4d yet ( layes ke) they tell us in the ſame 
« Paze, That they are jcalous of expreſſing 
« their Faith in UVaſcripttural Terms, as Ged- 
6 9149 4 Diſzu,; it Perſon without us {whice 
( limits aid confines hiunto Remoteniſs) H1- 
6 mane Nature of Chriſt. in Heaven, &c. 
Upon this he Cr:chs and Yaroeurs, as if he 
had won fome great Prize: But (Reader) 
let us examine the Matter, and if there be a 
Favlt, ſee where it lies. 

_ We folemaly declare, That with Reve- 
rerice we believe and confeſs to Chriſt, both as 
he 1s the Man Feſis, and God over ed, bl: fſod. 
forever, Well, is there any. Fault in tis ? 
Not, unleſs a $oc51n:47, or tome other pre- 
judiced Perſon be Judge. Where then 'lies 
the Fault? Let us ſearch further: We are 
jealous of expreſſing our Faith in Unſcriptu-. 


r a\ 


I (11t) ; 
ral Terms: Will they blame vs for that ? 
Have we not good Reaſon ſo to be ? Of a# 
zicen methinks they ſhould nor have cenſurcd 
4s, for being jealous of expreſſiag our Faith in 
Unſeriptrural Terms, who themſelves pretend 
the Scriptures to be the Only Rule of their own 
Faith, Butwhat ate the Terms we are jea- 
lous of ? Gua-man, a diſtint# Perſon without 
us (which limuts and confines him 10 Remote- 
neſs); Hnman Nature of Chriſt in Heavey, 
Conſider (ſerious Reader) whether ſuch an 
Expreſhcn as God-man, according to the 
common and grols Acception of it, 'doth not 
tend to beget dark Imaginations, and mean; 
ſow, carnal Conceptions and Apprehenſions 
of God, in the minds of ignorant Peop'e; 
who from iveh unſcriptural Expreſſions 
have been too apt to fancy and repretenc 
God (as tne /-./ts are fad to: paint him) 
an + {14 Man fitting in a Chair, Jodge then 
who, deſerves the Blame; they that make 
ule of and 1mpoie ſuch Terms as b-th give. 
and continite the Occaſion of fiich grols and 
wrong Apprehentions of the Deity 3 or wez” 
who to prevent thoſe wrong Apprehenfions, 
chuſe to expreſs our Faith in the plam 'and 
laoftenſive Language of the Holy Scriptures. 
So for the Term, A D-ji:1ut Perſon withe 
out us, which limits and co: fi1cs him to Re- 
otexcſs,we have very £00G Reaſonto be jea- 
| leus 
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lous of it and avoid it, not only as an Unſcrip- 
tural, but as an Unſound, Expreſhon ; for, 


. though we alwayes acknowledge, that Chriſt 
hath a Diſtinct Being without us, yet we can.- 


never yield that he is thereby limited and 
confined to a Remoteneſs from us: And in- 
deed, how ſhould we, when we daily feel 
him revealed and ferming in us, to our un- 
ſpeakabie Joy and Comfort * 1 intreat thee 
(Reader) to conſider {erionſly ; Doth not. 
the Scripture ſay cxpreſly,; Chrif in-you the 
Hope of Glory? Would not they now, who 
endeavour to [imit and confine him to a Re- 
moteneſs, bercave both thee and me of this 
Hope, which is the Anchor of eur Souls? And 
whither then ſhall we be driven ? Did not 
our Saviour EChrilt himſelf, - in that moſt 
Heavenly Prayer, which he offered to 
his Father, in behalf of his Diſciples, 
a little before he {uNered, expreſs himſelf in 
theſe words + / in ther, ard thou tn meg that 
they may be made pirfi& in One, Joh. 17.23 
Was not this [z-bcing & [a-dwill:ng of Chriſt 
1 hs Saints the Foy, the Crown, the Conſois- 
tron of. all true Chriſtians in ail Ages ? And. 
muſt we now be cenſured and anehrih:ai 
for refuſing ſuch Terms as world [imit and 
corfine him. to a Remoteneſs ? Well, if thc 
Caſe muſt needs be ſo, 1'le rather chuſe to in- 
jay his Living Pre{t:1ce with me (in _ 
| re- 


- 
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Preſence is Fulneis of joy) rhenrh [ ſhould 
therefore by trem be + puted an Heatnen, then 
purchaſe [rem them the Title of 4 Chriſtian, 
at-the Price of Confining him to a Rematenc}s 
from mc, He was Emanuel of Old ( God 
with 1, or, as {ome read, God 14: 7) O let 
1 be Emanuel {#4 
Bur, what is the matter ? Why do they 
quarrel fo wit.: us for avojding /z6b an Ex- 
pretſion as {nts and confines Cit tod Re- 
moteneſs from hus People ? Would they tave 
him /o c:»fi:ed? Or, do they incecd think it 
poſſible that He fhould be ſv cor fred? Can 
they think ſo,and not at the jame t121e dey. y #255 
Divinuy? for, 2s God, he 1s omnipreſcnt, fills 
Heaven and Earth, and is ot /xbj:6& to any 
Confinemeut, If they fay, they do not uſe fuch 
Terms, with reſpect to his Ged-head, but only 
to. his Aanhboed; Ilask, With whom then Co 
they quarrel ? for, which of us did-ever afl:rm, 
that Chiſh, in reſpcet of 145 Manhood, 1s emmn- 
reſent ; or that as Mau (ina carnal ſenie) be 
awdls in his Saiits ? Are they not then fights 
ing with their own Shadow ? 

\But while they thus caprionſly cavil at 0» 
thers, they adminiſter 7s /-mal Ground of Sul- 
pition, that they themlſelyes, - while they ſeem 
to confeſs tive Divinity of Chriſt, do zu really 
and cordially own it, For, let it be coalider'd, 


my 
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1. ThatT. 7icks, inhis firſt Dialoowe, p. 44; 


faith expreſly thus, © 7 told him that the Chriſ/# 
* [belicyued, was no other then that Perſon the 
* Scriptures ſpeakof, 2, That they here blame 
, for not expretiing our Faith of Chr:/# in 
ſuch unſcrivtrral Terms, as would limit and 
confine him to a Remotenels, which is nor pre- 
d:cable of the Duwyanty, 3. That F. Ives faith, 
(p.23. of their Relation) that He was Chriſt as 
ke was Afar; not.a Word «f by Drusrity, From 
theſe Prenaiſes let the judicious Reader judge 
what Concluſion may fairly be inferr'd. 

In like manner for the Term Human Na- 
ture of Chriſt is Heaucn, muy we not reaſona- 
bly be jcalous of it ? for if /7/z»#an: be deri- 
ved from #0776, and that from Hwmus, which 
gnificth Grownd or Earth {as the Learned tell 
us) would they have us ſay, that Chriſt bath in 
Heaven a1 Earthly Nature, whenas the Scri- 
pture ſaith fo plainly, that it 1s rhe firfs Mar 
that is of the E=rih,carthly ;-but that the ſecond 
Azar ts the Lovd form Herwen, 1 Cor.15:4.7. 
Let them therfore,before they ſo prazmarical- 
ly cenſiire others,declare'to the World, what it 
is that themſelves believe, « ind:rd themſelves 
know what they believe, Put to-proceed, | 

In his rambling Diſcourſe upon this ſixth 
Obſervation, he tells his Reader that we ſay, 


The Scriptures are not the Rule and Guide of 
| Farth 
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F -eitht tothe Saints; _ for ithe quotes Faw, 
Burroughs Works, ; 247, Fl5F. Reader, This 
i5 a Subject whict, hach of late been frequently 
comtroverred, between us and ſeveral of our 
Adveriaries: Wi:cretore that I may not too far 
[wel{this Treatiſe, nor yet leave thee witaout 
fome Aleans of Saints} a; 'zen how far, and in 
what reſpect we own the Scrsprures to be 'a 
Rute,cc. Irefer thee to the following Books, 
Luakerijmn: a new Nuk-name for old Cbriſbia- 
muy, T he Invaliduy of John Faldo's Vindica- 
tin, Kc, A ſerious Apology, &c, in which 
this Subject 1s copiouſly handled. And for 
7. Ives his ether Cavils about the Divinity of 
Chriſt, the Tray, &c. Irefer thee to two. 
Books, the one call'd, The Divinity s of Chriſt 
confeft and windicared « The other, The Libs 
and Life of Curift within, | 
Before I pais from this Particolay let me 
vive thee,. Reader, a brief Hint of Feremy's 
unfair Dea/1n2 with us, in point of Luctation, 
which the Words laſt cited by him, out of 
Edw. Burroue 's  orks,bring to my remem- 
{ brance, It is in a late Pamphler of his call'd, 
J] 2ueftrons for the Quakers,p.14. and the occa- 
: lion of is this - Geo, Kesth in the Diſpute with 
| Fer. Tves, aſſerted, that Dive Inſ;s $rALS0N 1S 
] the primary (or chief ) Kulcyand that the Sori- 
 pterres are a ſecondary Rule. After this Fer. 
. PS BR 2 | Tees 
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Tves printed his Queſtions, in which, thar he 
might weaken Geo, Keith's Teſtimony te the 
SCTEPLET ES, he brings nE, Burrong h to con- 
tradict , Keith; and that he might make EB, 
to contradift G',K, he weft diſhoneſtly falſifierh 
E. Burrovgh's Fords, Having pena this 
for thy better Underſtanding of the Paſſage, 


I will now, Reader, give thee F. [ves's words, | 


juſt as they lie in his own Book, thus ; © For 


© rough CG, Reith (to keep up your Crean) with | 


«rhe Peopl , in our laſt Dijpure) ſaid, the Ser: 


© tures were own'd by you as 4 ſecondary Rule for | 
© yexr Faith and Prattice ; yet E.Burrough | 


© corrrad. ts him, and tclls us in SO MANY 
<WORDS, that rhe Scriptures are NO 
RULE or Gride of Faith and Life to the 
© Saints, Ses (faith he) hw Works, fol. 515, 
© ard reconcile your Prophets as well as yow can, 
Now, Reader, take allo E. Burrough's words, 
juſt as they lie in the place forecited, thus : 
« And thoueh the Scriptures are profitable,arud 
© were grven forth to bs read, end te be fulfilled, 
« yet thry are nat THE RULE and Guide of 
Faith and Life unto theSaints ; but the Spirit 
© of Goal that gave forth the Seriptares, that # 
© the Rule ard Guide, the Teacher and-Lead:r 
© into all Truth. Now compare theſe two to- 
gether : E.B.ſaith,T he Scriptures are not THE 
Rule, &c, F. Iver affirms, that E. B. in SQ 
MANY 
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MANY WORDS (1 The Scriptures Are 
NO Rale, &c. and quotes this very place to 
proveit, O Impudent Atan! O baſe and drſ- 
heneft Dealing) Is not this FORGERY? 
yea, and PERVERSION to0 : for he hath 
not only chang'd E.B's Words, but his Aeca- 
111g alſo. What thinkſt thou, Reader ? Ts this 
Man worthy. of any Credit, who (ts ſupport 4 
tcttering Canſe) will inot (tick to corrupe and 


l falffie another man's Words, and moit audaci- 


ouſly tell the World, that that other man /ard 
ſo in SO MANY WORDS? And © ye Bap- 
tilts, whe heave entertained and employ'd this 
Jer. Ives, 45 your Agent ana Champun, to de- 
fend you from the Stroke af our heavy Charge, 
conſider ye wil this thing | Think, you to gain 
Credit by ſuch « ſhameleſs Advocate, who, rf 
he frarcd God, could net ; and if he regarded 
Men,one world think he would net have publiſhe 
ſo FOUL a#d NOT ORIOUS A FAESE- 
HOOD ro the World? Ah! Can you hope to 
ftand your Ground, who ſs openly make Lyes 
your Refuge ? The Loyd till ſweep away your 
Refuge, and where will you ſhelter then? We- 
rely your Skirts are diſcovering apate, and your 


q. Nakedveſs appears dlready 19 many, 


But to return to Feremy: Much after the 
ſame Rete that hehath ſerved E.B. doth he 
deal with G.W.allo: For inp. 116.ſpeaking 

© 
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of Ged and Chriſt,he ſayes, That Father and 
Son are mthe Quakers Dialctt bur two Names 
or Adanifeſtations, as Geo, Whitehead cal 
them in i515 Defence of W. Penn againſt Dr. 
Owen and /Ar.Vincent, &c. 
Herein he hath manifeftly wrongea GW. 
both falſly citing and perverting his Words 
(And the better to'cover his Falſheod, he has 
neither directly-named the Book, nor quoted 
any Page) for G,W's V Vords are not, that 
the Father and &on are BUT two Names or 
Maniizſtztions ; but thus, viz. That * rhe 
* Three thai bear Record in Heaven, the Fa- 
* ther, the Word and ths Spirity or the Fathers 
© Son and Holy Ghejt, are one and inſeparable; 
* nowhere in Scripture called three ſeparate Per- 
© ſors, nor finite mw Perſonaluties, though three 
© 1n Manifcftation, and ſorcſtifiedof, as rhres 
< Witneſſes, Sce Divinity of Cir:ft confi ft, 
part 2, p.94. * And © the /Manifcſtarion of the 


« Father, of the Sen and Holy Spirit we con- 


« feſs, part 1.pÞ.22, Now from G'.”'s ſaying, 


Ve confeſs the Manifeſtation of the Father, of | 


rhe Son and Holy Spwutsfor F. Ives to infer that 
G.W. means the Father and the Son are B{UT 
two Names or Manifeſtations; what 1s, if this 
be not, Perverting another Man's V Vords ? 
Yet he 1s not content with this, but gocs on to 
abuſe GW. further ; for ſayes he, 

| Sen. Geo, 
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” Geo. V Vhitchead refs Mr, Vincent, that 5t 
ts 4 diſtratted and confuſed Work to aſſert, that 
the Generation ef the Son of God muſt ve Eter= 
nal. This allo isa notorious Unirurh and 4- 
baſe of GC, Whitth:ad's Words, as will plainly 
appear, if the Place be conſulted : For upon 
Tho, Vincent's ſ#yin17, 5: 4s 1mproper to ſayythat 
euher the Perſons mn "Revard of the Perſonality 
or Subſiftence, arc finue or infinue, yer 1hat 
Chrift is the Eteriial Son of God by Etcrnal 
Generation : G.W. made an Obſervation thus, 
viz. He ts now the Eternal Son\of God, before 
not infiizte; But again, neither fSnite nor t;2- 
fine in bis Perſenaluy and yt the Eternal Son 
of God: What mad, diſtraited, blaſphemous 
Work 1s this,&ct Sce Divinity of Chriſt confeſt, 
part 2, P.74. This is no Denyalof the Son 


of God's being Eternal, but a Collection of 


T.Vinceit's Confuſion about the ſeparate Per- 
ſonalities,as appears further in the tame Book, 
part 1, p.24325,& 34, Yet becauic G.W. 

having here gathered together ſome of his 
Opponents corf45'd E091! tradedtory Diſcourſe, 
did call i: mad,diftrafted Work ; F. Jves takes 
G.W's V Vords; and !#:'/:5 them Cuite to ano- 
ther Matter; G. W. called Tho. Vincent's 

Hanner of Reaſoning about the vert onality 
Subſitence and Eternal Generationof the Son 
of God, mad and d:fraittca Work . F, Fucs 


reports G. W.to have faid, That it's 4 5 diſtrafted 
H 4. ard 
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47G 0071 fſuſcd Work to afſert,that the Generation 
of th: 584 of God muſt be Eternal ; whenas no- 
ting can be more evideat, then that G, W. 
condemned the JJanxer of afſerting it, niet 
the 1f-r1:0:2 (prnply ar ſelf; What can a Man 
do more injurious to — =_ {o unfairly 
to miircpre{ent him, o fo .lly to pervert his 
Words and Mearins ! 

In his 7; t1 Ob'erva tion, he taxeth the Ac- 
counts that we have oiven vt the two VMeet- 
ings, and eater We 0496 t9:rein trauſplaced 
role de; iP/5,z OC, to rerder fo * 4s. 
ſwers Impeiygcnenty, QC, Fut Bed this he gies 
2Snot one 0 tancey : and we may well fi ppoſe 
the Reainn to be, becavie he had not one t5 
giv, B-fides, w! rarReaſ my 0 \ fo ngvcn as 
probable Con'ecture , does he offer to his 
Reader, to induce him to believe this 2 None 
at all:hitl ind : The moithe fayes, 15 tis, 
IV, maewer ſho. Til Compare ti. 27 Accon:it arig ours te- 
£ Pliers ww! fr: 1d it, Bithow will he fnd it ? 
He muſt fit take for Eranted, tint their 
Accovnt is true, which Theve alrc a1y by ſeve- 
ral Inſtances proved rg be fa'[r,and corld there- 
to add ſeveral more, but that 1 judge thole al- 
ready oven ſufticient. Till therefo re Feremy 
yes more to the P:i:rpo'e, I ſhall not think 

nis deſerves 119 re of my 1 No:1ce. 

in his 8th Ob ſervation he tells his Reader, 
That ia eur Accsaii we vitris in many Thins 
as 
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as ſpraken mm their Preſer.ce, which were not” 
/p oaken till. grey thir Denertxre, But where's 

the Evidence of this? The Reader hath but 
his bare Word for it, which how little Credit 
it deſerveth | have ſhew'd before, But that 
which he inters from this :s, 7 »at the Quakers 
could talk, joft trourh, worn none were there 
to epoſe them though thcy freed like utes a 
little b*jor? » 46 havin 0 notii%% io anſwer. 

This man is very frequent in his Suggeſtions, 
bur it 1+ carciy tat he doth not eomrradrtt hime 
ſelf in them. Let us ſee how he eſcapes in this: 
Here he infinuates, that wr ffod like Adutes, 
wile he was p- ſent, 45 NA1$49 POthinf to Ants 
ſwer ; yetinp.81. of thei; Relation, they ſay, 
Afr. Penn clf <td te 17r: pil ax : and tney COm- 
plain of two or three Quaiters wnterpoſing to= 
oether, In p.62. Fer, mv CYics Out, What, tw 
er three kg aſt 617 2% | What | Half « Do- 
2.919 Ton had ve jt all ſpeak, Againg P. 909, he 
futh, Prav Ar. Penn be filers, Pray Hr, 
Whitehead ho:d your Torguey you are. not to 
[p2nk; it is not your Tora, ec. And p. 102, 
when Feremy had reiolved to fay no more, 
I. Pear calls, upon To, Plant thus, Take, 
]. Ives hs place and T1 wil proceed with thee. 
Ovferve, Kead:r, from theſe Quotations, how 
hard a Taskthey would make F Feremy to have 
unde ergonts to keep the Quakers from ſpeaking 


99 
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too muh, {o apt (it ſhould ſeem) and forward 
they were to anſwer ; and yet all on a ſudden 
by aFi ure peculiar to vimſclf, he tells his Rea- 
ger, The Quakers ſtood mie in his Preſence, 
5 having nothing to anſwer, Thus, when men 
regard not Truth, Conſcience or Honeſty, they 
zultly fat by cheir own Hands; and lo it fares 
with theſe men - For in their Relation, their 
Deſign was to repreſent us clamorous, diſor- 
derly, talkative, ſpeaking more then came to 
Our Share (ſo in his Queſtzons for the Quakers, 
P. 70. They ralked moſt and talkedlaſt) Now 
1n the Poſtſcript che Scene zs chang'd, and their 
Aim is now to repreſent us mutcy ſilent, ner 
able ts ſay any thing for our ſelves ; not conf= 
dering (though they took. T :1ne enough for it) 
that thefe two Suggeſtions would not well 
hang together, and now that they come to be 
examin'd,Shame(sf they were nor paſt ur )would 
juitly cover'their Faces. 

In his gth 0b/ervarior, he quarrels at a Pal- 
ſage in the Epiſtle to the Reader, prebxt to 
our Account of the 24 Meeting, which 1s this : 
iVe hope therefore thou wilt hold us excuſed un 
our honeſt and peaccable Endeauvonrs to Vindi- 
cate our Faith and Perſons againſt as black A- 
buſes as have been ever prattiſed by Infuaelsy 
Jews or call'd Chriſtians : Here (according to 
ls wonted Diſingenuity) he quibbles upon the 


word Abuſes, which (that he mi2ki thereby yer 
farther 


f x29 
further abuſe us) he would extend to the Suf- 
 ferinos of Chriſt , the Apoſtles & holy Martyrs, 
_ by which means he —_ hook.in the Cruel- 
Frcs, Torments & various kinds of Death which 
they wnd:rrwent, and then in ſinuate to his Rea- 
der, that we look upon the Abuſes we have 
received from the Barri}ts to be blacker then 
Tae Suff erm; s of Chr:! {t, his 4 noſtles and the 
/1artyrs 18 Q. Mary's ; Dayes, In this his A7a- 
lice 1s {0 apparent, that it needs no Decection - 
For what elſe but 2Zalice, could fo meter tenſly 
"pervert our Senſe and Meaning ? which evi- 
dently related to ſuch fbnuſcs as we had char- 
oed upon T, Hicks, viz. Forgeries,Perver(tons, 
Slanies: Lyes, R eproaches, R evilings, Ec, 
(of which F. [ves himſelf confefſerh thas much, 
P. 45. That 5f our Charge agawnft T., Hicks be 
trucy he wrthe Prodigy of the Ave for Lyes and 
Forgerics )not tO corporal S afFerinos;Torments, 
Death, as he would diſingenzonſly ftrerch the 
word: Though we have too much Reaſon to 
J«ſpett, that had they Power to their Will, we 
ould quickly have as juf Cauſe to cemplain 
of them in ths reſpect, as we already have 1n 
the other; for they: who, at this time of the 
Day, will take the Liberty publickly to repre- 
ſear us not only as Blaſphemers, Cheats and the 
ule ſF "_ oſtors, Rom:ſh Emſſaries, and moſt 
7mplacable Enemies to the Chriſtian OD : 
ut 
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but allo as Debauchers of Mankindgdeſtruftive 
to Goverument, and tmcenſiſtent with human $s- 
ciety; and who are alrcady entered a ſolems 
League, as it were, with Independents & Preſ- 
byser1ans againſt us,need ſay no more to let us 
and the World know, what Kindneſs we might 
expett from\them, if the Sword were un their 
Hands, : : 

In his 10th Obſervatien he faith, 17 many 
plates in their laſt Back, (eſpecially inp. 60.) 
they tcl the World, that inſtcad of my provins 
them no Chriſtians, I put them to prove they 
w: rc Chriſtians, which (faith he) 7s netorionſly 
falſe, as the ſucceſſion of my Aronments will a- 
bundantly manifeſt, if conſider 'd where tie Ke- 
fult ard Iſſue. T 

For thy better Underſtanding of tnis Paſ- 
ſage, I refer thee, Reader, to the place be hath 
cited, p.59,60. of our Accout of the laſt Mee- 
ting ; where his Arguments iſſue in thts, 7} ye 
can grue no Evidence of it, ye are no C hy ft 11.5 
(if he will deny this to be the Ifſue of his Ar- 
guments, I am able to prove it out of thetr ow? 
Relation) Now, doth not the Rule of Con- 
traries infer, But if you can give an Evidence 

'of it, ye are Chriſtians ? And doth not he 0- 

ver and over call upon us to give this Evidence ? 

What then can be more plain, then that ke 

calls Hpon us to give am Evidence that we are 


Chriſtians ; 
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Chriftians , and is not this putting vs to prove 
«tr ſelves Chriſtians ? Can he with all. 1s Sub- 
::/ry ſpina Diſtinction fixe enough to h 'd be- 
tween Gino an Evidence that we are C. viſti- 
ans, and Proving that we are Chriſtians, If 
by the. 7cd:um that he hath taken, he would 
have prov'd us Ne Chriftians, he ſhould not 
have put ts npon £iviae an Fwidences but have 
prov'd we have Ns Evidence to give, It he 
ſay, he attempted to prove it by the Aſaxim 
in Law, Twvat whic/ appears r:0t, 15108 : ] an- 
ſwer; 'Tis true indecd that he did fo arrempr, 
but was prtrifully foy['d in his Undertaking : 


for it was ſhew'd him, that ther Aaxim would. 
2 


not Yoid true in all Caſes ; and himſelf ſoen af- 
ter proved it. falſe in this, when he acknow- 
lIcedged (p. 99.) that a dumb man may be 4 
Chrijtzan ( and conſequently kave rhe Evi- 
dence of it) yet not be able, breauſe Dumb, to 
make that Eviderice appear, If he ſay, that it 
being a Neg azzve, there is no other way to 
prove it; I anſwer, he ſhould have confider'd 
that before,and not have choſen ſuch a medium, 
as he 1s not able to prove. 

But (Reader) that thou mayeſt be aſſu- 
| red, that that which Feremy Ives ſayes 15 no- 
torioully faiſe, is indeed moſt cerratinly rxuc, 


viz, That being «nable to prove us No Chri- 


flians, he did put us to prove our ſelves Chri- 


[#14859 


ens eg 


(126) : 
ffians, and that too intentionally, take one 
Inftance for all out of their own Relation, 
Pag. 93. where George Keuth having laid, 
Ady Work at this preſent is net ts prove our 
ſelves to be Chriſtians ; Jer. Ives taking hol 
of thoſe words, replies pertly upon him, Woz, 
what have we been diſputing all t111s waile for ? 
Plainly implying, that that which hc had been 
A:ſputins all this while for, was,to make us prove 
eur ſelves Chriftians ; and that if we did . 
decline the proving our ſelvesChriſtianswe did. 
therein decline that which hc had been all this 
while 4:fpuring for. - Reader, I ſolemnly de- 
clare, I would no:, and indecd 1 think | have 
not ffrayn'd his words beyond their natural 
ard proper Force :. Bat whether I have or no, 
F leave to thy judicious Cenſure. | 

In his 11th and lat Obſervation, he ſayes, 
Whereas they in thetr 2d Account, p:17.9. bsd 
their Reader Note, That T. Hicks had lodrid 
bimſelf ſafely in an Ale-houſe, aid came net 
 t0 them, but ſtayed there mill the Conjede- 
Yates departing called him away, &c, This 
(ſayes he) 7s Z1alicionfly and Falſly ſugge- 
fred, &C. EE ow 2. 
| Wherein doth it appear to be Fai/e or 
HHalicious? Was Thomas Hicks in tie Ale- 
houſe, or no ? Yes, that he was : Feremy 
Srants it; but ſays, He was not Six _— | 
Fnere. 
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there, 1 will not ſtand with Feremy for 4 24:- 
7ute or two; but I would have him take no- 
tice, that if Tho. Hicks had been but Three 
Minutes there, it had been enough to vindt- 
cate our Relation from Falfhood - But how 
long or little ſocver he was there, this is cer- 
tain, that rhere he was, and there he ftay'd, till 
ſome of themcall'd him away : And how little it 
trends to his Reputation, to avoid the Adeering)s 
and yo to an Ale-houſe, 1 leave. to the Rea- 
der's Judgment, Yet in their Letter of 
Ottob. 22, pag, 107. they would make the 
World believe, we ſeems to dread nothing morg, 
then that T. Hicks ſhould rak for himelf, 
whenas he was not only particularly svired 
fro the Meeting, but & Friend of ours going 
to the Meeting overtook T. H. in the way, 
and perceiving that he did not know either 
the Place or the Way to it, acquainted him 
that he was then going thither, and invired 
him to $0 along with him, tellin? him alſo, 
that probably he might be Wanted there :. 
But T. Hicks, that he might not give a flat . 
Denyal; urged an Occafien' to call by the 
Way, and ſo declined the Offer. - Judge now 
{Reader)* whether their Suggeſtion be not 
jalſe (not to fay malicions) in faying, we 
ſeemto dread” nothins mere,” thin that T, H., 


frouls!” 


a” 
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ſhould ſpeak for himſelf, when a Mecting was 


appointed by us for that End, and {> much 
Endcaveur vied, and Care taken to get hin 
thither, and yet he would not be perſwaded 
to come there, but choſe rather to fo 16s ar 
Ale-houſe. - 

In his laſt page F. ves gives his Reader a 
Liſt of One and Twenty Perſons, whom he 
is pleaſed to call Sober Aijſters,' all who in 
an Epiftle of theirs, jump in, and concur 
with him and his Brethren the Bapr:/*s, in 
thew Clamour againſt the Drakes : For An- 
Iwer to their Epiltle, I refer the Reader toa 
Book of Willam Pcnn's, entituled, 1 Paſt 
Rebuke ro One ana Twenty Learnid 4i:d Re- 
verend Dives (:ſocillid ) wherein 1 toubt 
not he will find their Strength /#fjictently ency- 
vated, But Il have not fo done with F cremy 
I muſt take leave to expoſalate the Caſe a 
little with him. IP EE 

How comeſt thou (Firemy}, to make uſe 
of the Teſtimwny of theſe. men, and dignine 
them too with the Title of. Sober AMiniſtcrs ? 
Haſt thou forgot (or didſt thounever know). 
that ſeveral of theſe thy Sober A1::i/ters 
(particularly Fobn Sheffeild, T homai Gonze, 
Wiliaw Fenk yn and Thomas Watſon ) were 
ſome of thoſe Fifry Twe Pn er + 

= whe 
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wao in therr Teftimony to the Truth of Feſus 
Chriſt, and their Solema League a.d Cove- 
zant, printed Anno 1648. © Vote ji:fis not on- 
« ly their great Diſiuxg of 'Prelacy. Eraftianiim, 
* Browniſm ad INDEPENDENC Y ; but 
* alſo their utter Abporrency of Anti-ſcriptu- | 
* rim, Pepexy, Arrianiim, Secintiniin, Ar- 
© minianiſm, ANABAPTISM, Lib: ctiniſin 
© arid Famlilm, with aff [ach liks,&c, anc that 
@rbey Drteſt the Toleration fo much prtr fucd 
Cc and 67:dtan eutred mths Ki: : dirs ACCOUrELGO 
cu Vilawful aid Pernicious ; yea, Calling ry 
nor only dcreſtatle, but an bddcons At 7ſt cry 
&c. Þ.33,34. Doſt thou obicrve, feremys 
with whom they nk, a4 couple thee and thy 
Brethren, viz, with Az11-[criptariſts, Pa- 
piſts, Arrians, Soctmdiis, Liberiines and 
Le amilifts and abhor yeu «lt alikg 2 Were 
they Sober Miniſters when they dil this ? 
Or are they grown more Sober ſince ? And 
haſt thou never heard that the + fc x- Ad511- 
ſters, men of the ſame Carcumptenccs with 
theſe, dancing after their Pipe, did, in the 
ſame year, publiſh cher Teſtimony alio under 
the {ame Title with the former; wherczn 
they tay, © From onr Sculs we utterly DercSt 
© 2nd Abhor, as all former Curſid Deitrines 
© of Popery, Arminianiſm 47d Socinianiſm ; 
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fo likewiſe all the' Darmnable Errors; Here: 
© lies and Blaſpnemies of theſe preſent Evil 
* Twnes, whether of Anti-{cripturifſts, Fami- 
E liſts, Antinomians, Anti-Trinitarians, Ar- 
6 trans, ANABAPTISTS, or: whatſoever is 
s found contrary to found Dottrine and the 
6 Power of Goalineſs. Seeſt thou here, Fe- 
remy, how Thorand thy Brethren are rank:; 
and abberred and derefled by ſuch as thou cal- 
ieſt Sober Alinifters, for your Damnable Er- 
07's, Herefics and Blaſphemics, as being eon- 
trayyto fe ound Dettrine ahd the Power of  Eod- 
neſs? Would any butan infaruared man, 
have given ati Occaſion to revive ſuck Teſti- 
monies? Did ye fawn ſo on this ſort of men 
then, and call them Sober At1niſters? Or did 
ye repute them Falſe Prophets, Sedncers, 
Aiunſters of Antichriff, & ? But now then 
£xme ye now ſo well reconciled, thatye can 
Rejoyce fo in their Teſtimony ? Have ye fince 
Rerratted thoſe Damrable Errors, Hereſies 
4:4 Blaſphemies, *vhich they charged upon 
FS, Eid for winch they abhorred ard dete- 
Ped yous arid fubmitted your ſelves to their 
Corretiion, that ye might be received again 
mo Favexr ? Or have thy Sober Aniſters 
> Pecravimms, askt you Forgiveneſs, and 
isye have kit, and are Fricrids ? ] _ 
ain 
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z in know how ye came thys reconciled ; for 
merhinks ye are too much like Herod and 
Piage, who can fo readily lay afide your 
mutual Grudaes and Arimoſics, to bandy to- 
gether againlt the Innocent, 

Or have ye learnt this Device of your One 
and Twenty Sober A1miſtcrs themſelves, who 
ſo many of them as ſubſcribed the above- 
mentioned Teſtimony, declaimed ſharply a- 
gainft, and expreſs their great Dillike of 7z- 
dependency as well as others ; though now ts 
Wage War againſt an {/nne-ent Fcople, hey 
not only fall in and imbody with /:depcadent 3, 
but have engaged as Folunticrs in Defence of 
John Falde, a reputed /-deperident ; By all 
winch the Reader may obſerve now great @ 
Conjed. FAC) and ComPBijiat $47; 18 again us 3 
and how they, who have formerly An«: be- 
maiizca each other, now hug and embrace, 
fawn upon and Cajo! one another into a king 
of Solemmn League againſt us. 


Now 'to let Feremy and lis Brethren fee, 
how little Caufe they have to boaft of the Te- 
ſtimony of their One and Twenty Sobcr Afe- 
#ifters, | will here ſubjoyn the Names of thoſe 
Fifty Two Prieſts, who teſtific their Ab/rsr- 
| 3-- rence 
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rence of the Anabaptiſts Errors; &2c, and their 
D:trftation of Toleration. 


Fo, Downame, Fam, Cranford, 

Feter Fit nam, Andrew faneway, 
Fran, Roberts, © William Harriſen, 
Arth, *ackson, * WILL. JENKYN; 
WW. VU 1Ckinss Fohn Wall, 


Elidad Blackwel, Francis Peck, 
Charlcs Ofspringz Fulk Belters. 
* JO. SHEFFEILD, Hen, Robrouth, 


7ohn Wall:s, * THO. GOUGE;z 
Fohn Fathers, Rs, Aﬀercer, 

Ral. Robinſon, Samuel Clark, 
Chriſ. Lovez Will. Taylor, 

T ho. Cawtony Gee. Fawler, 

Foh. Glaſcock, 74. Nalton, 


Matt, Hariland, W1f. Blackmoye, 
Nath, Stanyforth, Geo, Walker, 


Tho. Whately, Dan. Cawarey, 
* THO, WATSON, Mich. Prefer, 
Fohn After, Anthe. T uckney, 
Arth. Barham,  Edm., Calamy, 
EE = | 7 oh 
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ir John Stern, Sim. Aſhe, 
Fof. Thomſon, Tho. Caſe, 
Step, Watkins, La. Seaman, 
Fohn Crodacott, Stanley Gower, 
Will Gouge, Hen, Wilkinſon, 
Tho. Gataker, Anth, Burgeſs.” 


I eould here name above as many more of 
the ſame Tribe out of Efex, who concurred 
with theſe in their Teſtimony againft the Bap- 
tiſts; But I think theſe may be enough for 
one time, | 
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Expoſtulatory Poſtſcript 
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| BAPTISTS. 


O You the People called Anakaptiſts ( 

all Sorts) 1 der the following - oy 
How great a Controverkic hath of late depen- 
ded (and yet doth) _—_ cen us and forge of 
the chick amongft you, I cannot ſupole you 
alrogether ignorant, inaſmuch as it hath net 
been debated in a Corner, but as publickly 
cranſacted as we could procure it, and made 
yet more publick by the Help of the Preſs: 
But whether ye have aright Underſtanding of 
the Nature and Subject of the Controverlie, 
is queſtionable; For your better and fuller 
Information therefore, I will briefly and fum- 
marily ſtate it thus. 

T.Hicks, 4 Teacher amon? ſore of you, in 
ſeveral Books, which he hath printed and cal- 
led Dialogues, hath moſt abuſrvely and falſly 
repreſented our Prigciples and us te the World, 
perverted 
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herverted onr Words avid Ateannrg, publiſhed 
Lyes and Slanders againſt ua, invented An- 
[wers #n eur Names, impertinent, ridiculous 
and implonus, and ſo contrived the whole Mat-_ 
ter, that ke might make the World believe, 
that cheſe were andced our own Woras, and An- 
ſwers, and that they were realy ſo ſpoaken 
by ſome of vs, ſome Quaker, accordingly as 
he had there related them - For this we charge 
bin with Forgeries, Perverſions, Lyes, Slan- 
d:r3, &, His Anſweris, Tow are no Chri- 
ſtians; here he ſticks and ſhelters himſelf,and 
is hercin protected and defended by ſome of 
the leading Xen amongſt you. 

I demand now of thoje of you,who are meft 
conſcientious and honeſt in your Way, do 
yeur Hearts Z«ftific him & them herein ? Can 
you judge that he and they have dealt R:ighte- 
ou fly and Equally with us? World yeu be content 
ro be ſo dealt with your ſelves? If Tſhould write 
a Book againſt you, and therein abuſe you, 
and falfifie your Prenciples, as be hath done us 
and ours, and ſhould tell the World, that yeu 
your ſelves /a:a this or that,or anſwered io and 
ſo, whenas indeed, you not only zever ſaid or 
theughr ſo, but even abhor ſo to ſpeak, and 
then inſtead of confeſſing my Fault, and ma- 
making you St:sfattion for the Injury,fhould + 
only tcll you, that ye «re no Chriftians, would 


ye 
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ye not think your ſelves highly wronged, and 
account me a very Frerchftor doing it? Oh 
be j«ſ#,be ju/t,and ſuffer not /o great # Blenfh 
to lye upon your Profeſſion. 

Conſider ſeriouſly, I intreat you, if what 
they ſay of us were true (then which nothing 
can be more falſt) that we were not Chriſtians; 
would that e.xtenuaze his Crime, or any Way 
excuſe him for hayins (o groſly belicd ard abu- 
ſed us as he has?Does your Religion give you 
Liberty te :»vent and publiſh Forgerics, Lycs 
and Slanders againſt thoſe that you account 
No Chriſtians, and to pervert their Words and 
Meaning? How ranch better then is our Re- 
ligion then yours, which will not /j-r x5 to 
dcal {0 with a Few, a Turk an Infide!,no, nor 
the worf of Men? Surely if this be the La- 
zitude of your Religion, it is high Time for all 
the honeſt-hearted among you, to 9uzt :t, quit 
3t,as faſt as they can. 

We demand nothing of you but Fxf:ce 
againſt your unjuſt Member, and wiil ye by 
aenying us thatzsnzvolte your ſelves in his Cuzlt, 
and entitle your ſelves to his Crimes ? O be- 
ware, beware; will ye ſhtc/ter a Man under 
theWing of your Profeſſi#n,who ſtands charg'd 
with ſuch fou! and abominable Evils, and dares 
nof adventure'himiclf uponT ryal but ſtudyeth 
Shifts and Tricks to avoid it ? Let him firſt, 


it 
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if he be ablc, — of the Fargeries, 
Perverſions, Lyes and Sanders, which lye, as 
ſo many 1:di&mexts againſt him; and when 
that is done, let him and his Adherents put 
forth their utmoiF Strength and Avility, to 
prove,us No Chriſtians; we arenot fearful 
of agood Iſne, but ready and willing, with 
an holy Coaiideace, to encounter them af in 
Defctcse of our Cz 1 $8711 35 PAY) have WE 
not tice alrcady cornde/cernded (though beſide 
the &:jineſs, and vit of 5:5 proper Seaſon) to 
hear hen fay the #57 they were. able upon 
that 5:4 jef, witil themſelves were weary of 
its 6:4 9f:,.410w 2 And what Advantage they 
have g=:='d thereby, we arc well content the 

VW rid Mhyuld judge, | 
But after ail this, ſhall we have mo Right 
done us? mult we be continnally calling upon 
you for ZF«ſizce? It is now inuch about two 
Moneths Time, ſince I ſent forth & ſongle Shees 
under the Title ofa FRESH PURSUIT,&c, 
In which I gave a ſuccinct Account of the Oc-- 
caſion, Rite and Progreſs of this Controverlic, 
briefly alio touching {by the way) ſome of 
thoſe Devices, Y/Vales and Artifices which our 
Adveriaries have uſed to divert us from the 
Proſcextion of or Charges and turn the Cone 
Tour fie wto another Channel : Which having 
donc,l re-mforced -—— againſt T, Hicks 
aad 
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and his Abettars, and took upon me to mats 
it good againſt then before a Publick and free 
Auditory: But inaſmuch as they have taken 
no Notice of it, Ithink fit to reprint that Pa- 
ragraph wherein our Charge is re-inforced ; 
1he Words arc theſe: | 

In Purſuance of which Reſolution, 7, who 
am one of the Peopte called Quakers, do here- 
by on the behalf of my Brethren and my ſelf, - 
publickly re-eharge the ſaid Thomas Hicks 
with many foul Forgeries, groſs Perverſions, 
notorious Falſhoods,Slanders, az d Defamatory 
Expreions, by him publiſhed againſt the Qua- 
kers :7 bis forc- mentioned Books; which Charge 
J take P07 meto make F< od as ainſt hinbcfore A 
Publ:ick a:d free Auditory. And 1 do hercby alſo 
chargc all thoſe. his BrethreuCwhole Names are 
ſubſcribed to a Book of theirs, call'd, The 
LL Hakers Appe al an ſw red, tegu her with th, yo 
Champion Jes, wth being acceſſory to the 

ſaid Forgerics, ' Perverſions, Slanders, Qc, 
bY Penri; 2 gonntendntinsy aberting ur defen- 
d.ng the jad Tho. Hicks therein : And rhzs 
Charge If x and Lee! VE = all their H cadstn- 
2] Fuſtice Le pirÞiickly done 1s herein; nhb:&h I 
Ao ere oy folemaly demand 6f the whole FE ody of 
the Baptiits throz:0 hot this Nation ( many of 
whom, Lam perivaded, own not ſuch Injus 
tice) a5 thoy wil anſwer it before the j1 f} God, 
: | - if 
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and in the Heart of cvery Upright Afas, 
This Charge 1 now re-:terate, and the ſame 
Demand of Fuftice I now again ſolemnly makes 
an earneſtly preſs it upon «# ſuch among you, 
as are any whit render and conſcientious in your 
Way, and at your Door I leave it, The Per- 
ſons charg'd are ſome of your own Members: 
Do ws Fuſtice ; do Right ; bring thim "ws 
the Teſt, let them «cquir themſelves if they 
can; if not,let them ſizk under their own Bur- 
aca; but do not you, by adhering to them, 
or endeavouring to protee# them, draw thee 
Inigquity upon your own H cads. 
| T. E 


Page 11. Line 24. for »:»ſt read mayſt. 
P.35. 1.3. f. Equum r. Equum, P.41. [.12, 
dele the ſtop (,) after ſay. p.46. 1.21.f, adven- 
ture r. add we were. P.52.1.5. ofthe Marg1- 
nal Note, f. he r. we. p.54.1.16.f.Ranr. Van, 
p.70. 1.23. f, or rejeft r, and reject, 
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